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FOREWORD

This report, in its coverage of the activities of thc.
Rehabilitation Services Administration and other Federal agencies
in 1989, marks the 70th year of a national program to meet the
vocational rehabilitation needs of individuals with disabilities.
The Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, continues to be a
principal force in pursuit of employment, independence, and
integration into the community by individLals who must deal with
the many obstacles that accompany disability. This report
describes our progress in meeting the legislative mandates of the
Act.

In 1989, responsible administration of the programs authorized
by the Rehabilitation Act has placed emphasis on policy reform,
improving the effectiveness of internal management systems, and
significantly increasing the opportunities for people with
disabilities to affect the nature and direction cf these programs.
In addition to consumers, rehabilitation professionals, educators,
service providers, parents and advocates contributed tz% the 1989
achievements towards an effective and relevant State-Federal-
Private Sector partnership.

As a person with a severe disability, I know the importance
of programs that can promote human potential and productivity,
enhance independence, restore individual dignity, and encourage
opportunity. Through continued hard work, mutual support and
commitment, we can enter the next decade bringing new hope and
promise to Americans with disabilities.

-
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report to the President and to the Congress is required
by Section 13 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended (the

Act). The report describes activities under the Act from October
1, 1988 through September 30, 1989. The report is organized
following the titles and sections in the Act. The appendices
contain data from various reports required in the Act and

regulations. Summaries af the data in the appendices and their
import are included in the body of the report where appropriate.

This executive summary contains brief information about the
programs reported on and some highlights of what will be found in
the various sections of the report.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Sections 3 and 12
Office of the Commissioner

The Act makes the Commissioner of the Rehabilitation Services
Administration (RSA) the principal Federal official responsible for
administration of the State-Federal vocational rehabilitation
system, evaluating the programs funded under the Act, and
monitoring discretionary grant program grantees and the State
Vocational Rehabilitation (VR) agencies' execution of State
responsibilities under the Act. RSA's central and ten regional
offices provide technical assistance and leadership to assist
States and other grantees in strengthening programs providing
services to individuals with handicaps, especially individuals with
severe handicaps.

On July 31, 1989, Nell C. Carney was sworn in as Commissioner
of RSA. She set four priorities for RSA: (1) responsible
implementation of the Rehabilitation Act, as amended; (2) policy
reform; (3) strong internal management; and (4) building
nationwide constituency relations.

Section 12(a)(4)
American Rehabilitation Magazine

Publication of the American Rehabilitation magazine is one
ongoing activity under this section of the Act.

Four quarterly issues of the professional journal of the
Rehabilitation Services Administration were published in 1989
reaching about 15,000 readers. Nineteen different topics were
addressed in addition to regular features.
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Section 12(b)(2)
Task Forces

In order to improve the ability of the Commissioner to carry
out the provisions of the Act, this section authorizes the
Commissioner to appoint task forces to collect and disseminate
information. In 1989, there were two task forces: (1) the
Rehabilitation Facilities Task Force, and (2) the Long Term
Mentally Ill Task Force.

Section 14
Evaluation
Federal funds $1,000,000

Section 14 of the Act mandates that the Commissioner evaluate
all programs authorized by the Act, their effectiveness in relationto their cost, their impact on related programs, and their
structure and mechanisms for delivery of services, using
appropriate methodology and evaluative research design. It
requires that standards be established and used for the evaluations
and that the evaluations be conducted by persons not immediately
involved in the administration of the program or project evaluated.

Section 15
Office of Information and Resources for the
(Clearinghouse on Disability Information)

During Fiscal Year (FY) 1989, the Clearinghouse
6,603 written requests and 2,349 telephone inquiries.
time staff serve the Clearinghouse.

TITLE I

Sections 100-111
The Vocational Rehabilitation (VR) Services Program
Federal funds $1,446,375,000

Handicapped

responded to
Four full-

The Act authorizes Federal allocations on a formula grant
basis, with a State matching regLirement. Except for the costs of
constructing rehabilitation facilities where the match is 50percent, the State matching share is 20 percent of the amount
allotted to the State in 1988. Beginning in FY 1989, any increaserl
amount a State receives above its 1988 allotment is matched at an
addit:;_onal 1 percent per year for five years.

Program emphasis in 1989 was placed on the revision of themonitoring system for all formula and discretionary grantees;
technical assistahce to rehabilitation facilities; and planningfor implementation of findings from the evaluation study onservices to individuals with long term mental illness.
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Section 112
Client Assistance Program (CAP)
Federal Funds $7,775,000

The CAP program is a formula grant progrim that States
participate in as a condition of receipt of funds for the VR
Services program. The program advises clients and potential
clients of, and assists them in obtaining, all available services
under the Act.

Part D

Section 130
American Indian Vocational Rehabilitation Services
Federal Funds $3,625,000

In FY 1989, RSA was able to fund eight new projects and six
continuation projects. RSA is supporting a number of actions and
initiatives resulting from an evaluation of the American Indian
Program conducted in 1986.

TITLE II

Section 200 - 204
The National Institute on Disability and Rehabilitation Research
Federal Punds $53,525,000

The National Institute on Disability and Rehabilitation
Research (NIDRR) provides leadership and support for a national and
international program of rehabilitation research and the
utilization of the knowledge gained through this program. In
addition, the Director of the Institute chaits the Interagency
Committee on Disability Research (ICDR), which is charged with
coordinating rehabilitation research efforts across the Federal
Government. NIDRR also administers the Spiral Cord Injury program
and the Technology Assistance program.

In fiscal year 1989, the NIDRR program budget was $53.5
million. These funds sunported:

39 Rehabilitation Research and Training Centers
($21,900,000),

16 Rehabilitation Engineering Centers ($9,600,000),

75 Field-Initiated Research Pri)jects ($6,995,000),

41 Research and Demonstration Projects ($6.1 million),

20 Research Utilization and Dissemination Programs
($4,200,000),

4
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41 Innovation Grants ($2,000,000),

11 Research Training and Career Development grants
($1,515,000),

9 Mary E. Switzer Fellowships ($290,000),

17 Small Business Innovative Research grants
($600,000), and

Miscellaneous Expenditures ($325,000).

In addition, NIDRR administered programs funding:

13 Spinal Cord Injury Centers ($5,000,000),

9 Technology Assistance grants ($4,650,000), and

1 Technology Assistance Technical Assistance grant
($500,000).

Spinal Cord Injury fundn are appropriated under Section 311
of the Act and transferred to NIDRR to administer. Technology
Assistance grant funds are also appropriated under an authority
separate from Title II of the Act, although the program is
administered by NIDRR.

TITLE III

Section 304(a)
Rehabilitation Training
Federal Funds $29,600,00u

Under the Rehabilitation Training program, grants and
contracts may be made to States and public or non-profit agencies
and organizations, including institutions of higher education, to
pay part of the costs of projects for scholarship/training
awards, traineeships, and related activities designed to assist in
increasing the numbers of qualified personnel trained in providing
services to individuals with handicaps.

In FY 1989, 339 projects were funded. The projects funded in
FY 1989 were required to provide training that focused on skills
development directly relevant to the placement of individuals with
severe disabilities in employment. In FY 1985, RSA funded projects
in responsb to program priorities to ensure the availability of
rehabilitation personnel who are skilled in: (1) developing jobs
for and placing individuals with severe disabilities in competitive
employment; and (2) providing improved community-based supported
employment services to individuals with severe disabilities.

5

1



Sectioa 304(d)
Rehahilitation Training (Training of Interpreters for individuals
wl.lo are deaf.)
Federal Funds $900,000

In FY 1)89, ten projects in their final year of a five year
cycle of supDort received funding to train new interpreters and
maintain and upgrade the skills of existing interpreters to meet
the communLatioll needs of individuals who are deaf.

Section 311(a) (1)
Special Projects and Demonstrations for Providing Vocational
Rehabilitation Services to Individuals with Severe Handicaps
Federal Funds $17,200,000

Section 311(a) (1) w_thorizes grants to demonstrate innovative
approaches to the rehabilitation of individuals with severe
handicaps, regardless of their aue or the severity of their
handicaps. In FY 1989, this progran supported 89 projects.

Section 311(d)(1)(A)
Supported Employment Demonstration Projects
Federal Funds $9,051,83:3

These Federal funds support 27 participating State grantees
to make "system changes" from sheltered day and work activity
programs to competitive work in integrated settings via supported
employment (SE). The first ten awards, funded in 1985, received
their final year of funding in PY 1989. The remaining 17 awaras
were funded under the 1986 amendments to the Act.

Section 311(d)(1)(1)
Supported Employment Demonstration Projects
Federal Funds $468,162

Two three-year grants were in their final year of funding.
Their purposes were to: identify community-based supported
employment program models; identify impediments to the development
of the supported employment models; and develop a mechanism to
explore the uze of ex!.sting community-based rehabilitation
facilities, as well as other community-based programs, as resources
for technical assistance for development of supported employment.

Section 311(e) (1)
Special Projects and Demonstrations for Prcviding Transitional
Planning Services for Yor'h with Severe Handicaps
Federal Fund. '475,000

The purpose of this program is to develop, expaild, and
disseminate model statewide transitional planning services for
youth with severe handicaps. In FY 1989, three continuation
projects were supported.

6



Section 312
Handicapped Migratory and Seasonal Farmworkers
Federal Funds $1,100,000

This discretionary grant program provides vocational
rehabilitation services for migratory agricultural and seasonal
farmworkers. Project activities are coordinated with other Federal
programs serving the same target population, including those
administered by the Department of Labor, Public Health Service, and
other programs in the Department of Education. State Vocational
Rehabilitation (VR) agencies conduct these projects. In FY 1989,
eleven c-ants were awarded, eight continuations and three new
grants.

Section 316
Special Recreation Programs for Individuals with Handicaps
Federal Funds $2,620,000

Section 316 of the Act, authorizes special service projects toinitiate recreation programs for individuals with handicaps.
Thirty one (31) continuation projects were funded in FY 198q in the
amount of $2,620,000. These special recreation programth provide
individuals with handicaps with recreation activities to aid intheir mobility, independence, socialization, and community
integration.

TITLE IV

Section 400
National Council on Disability
Federal Funds $1.157,000

The National Council on Disability (the Council) is anindependent Federal agency comprised of 15 members appointed by the
President and confirmed by the Senate. The Council has a number
of specific statutory duties among which are establishing generalpolicies for the National Institute of Disability and
Rehabilitation Research and providing advice to the Rehabilitation
Services Administration.

TITLE V

Section 501
Employment of Individuals with H. ndicaps in the Federal Government

The Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) hasresponsibility for enforcing nondiscrimination and affirmative
action provisions of laws and regulations concerning Federal
employment of people with disabilities. During FY 1989, a numberof projects and publications were completed. Data gathered during
FY 1988 (the latest year for which data are available), indicated
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that improvements in the employment of people with disabilities
continue to be made by Federal agencies.

The Interagency Committee on Handicapped Employees (ICHE),
established by section 501(a) of the Rehabilitation Act, has
responsibility for ensuring the adequacy of hiring, placement, and
advancement practices of Federal agencies with respect to
individuals with handicaps, During FY 1989, the ICHE issued
guidance to Federal agencies related to the employment of
individuals with handicaps.

Section 502
Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board
Federal Funds $1,891,000

The Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board
is an independent Federal agency charged with ensuring that certain
facilities designed, constructed, leased or altered with Federal
funds since September 1969 are accessible to and usable by persons
with disabilities.

The ATBCB has a governing board of 21 members. The President
appoints 12 public members (six must b: disabled) to three-year
terms, and the other 11 are the heads (or designees) of the
Departments of Defense, Education, Health and Human Services,
Housing and Urban Development, Interior, Justice, Labor,
Transportation, and Veterans Affairs; the General Services
Administration; and the U.S. Postal Service.

The A
standards
Law 90-4a0

(1)

TBCB's legislative mandate is to nnsure compliance with
prescribed under the Architectural Barriers Act (Public
), and to:

propose alternative solutions to barriers facing
handicapped persons in housing, transportation,
communications, education, recreation, and attitudes;

(2) determine what Federal, State, and local governments and
other public or private agencies and groups are doing to
eliminate barriers;

(3) recommend to the President and Congress legislation to
eliminate barriers;

(4) establish minimum guidelines and requirements for
standards issued under the Architectural Barriers Act;

(5) prepare plans for adequate transportation and housing for
handicapped persons, including proposals to cooperate
with other agencies, organizations, and individuals
working toward such goals;

8
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(6) develop standards and provide technical assistance to any
entity affected by regulations issued under Title V of
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973;

(7) provide technical assistance on the removal of barriers
and answer other questions on architectural,
transportation, communication, and attitudinal barriers
affecting physically handicapped persons; and

(8) ensure that public conveyances, including rolling cA-ock,
are usable by persons with disabilities.

Section 503
Office of Federal Contract Compliance Programs

The Oifice of Federal Contract Compliance Programs (OFCCP) in
the U.S. Department of Labor has the sole responsibility for
implementing and enforcing Section 503 of the Act. Section 503
requires employers with Federal contracts in excess of $2,500.00
to take affirmative action to employ, and advance in employment,
qualified individuals with handicaps and to make reasonable
accommodations to their physical or mental limitations.
Individuals with handicaps, or organizations or representatives on
their behalf, may file complaints if they believe they have been
discriminated against by Federal contractors or subcontractors.

The day-to-day enforcement activities, which protect the
employment rights of individuals with handicaps, are carried out
by a network of ten regional offices, located in the standard
Federal regions, and the National Office.

Section 504
Nondiscrimination Under Fedeinl Grants and Programs

The Civil Rights Division (CRD) in the Department of Justice
has the responsibility to ensure compliance with section 504 by all
Federal agencies. In FY 1989, the Division undertook a diverse
array of regulatory and administrative issues. The Division
annually reviews the civil rights implementation plans of each
Federal agency and offers training and technical assistance to
agencies to improve their civil rights enforcement procedures and
programs. CRD also promotes interagency information sharing and
cooperation through delegation agreements.

Section 507
Interagency Coordinating Council

The Assistant Attorney General for Civil Rights serves as the
chairperson of the Interagency Coordinating Council. The Council
is responsible for coordinating enforcement of the rzovisions of
Title V. Eight Federal agencies .with major enforcement or

9
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coordination functions regarding the provision of Title V are
represented on the Council.

During FY 1989, the Council met three times and considered two
major issues: availability of Government records in alternative
forrats; and Title V coverage of persons with Acquired Immune
Df-ficiency syndrome (AIDS) and related conditions.

TITLE VI

Part B

Section 621
Projects With Industry (PWI)
Federal Funds $17,350,000

PWI is a partnership between business, industry, labor, and
the rehabilitation community The primary goal of this
discretionary grant program is to expand job opportunities for
incFviduals with handicaps in the competitive labor market. In FY
1989, 114 continuation projects, affiliated with more than 4,000
private corporations, were funded.

Part C

Section 631
Supported Employment program
Federal Funds $27,227,000

The purpose of this formula grant program is to provide State
VR agencies with financial assistance to develop and implement
collaborative programs with appropriate public and private
nonprofit organizations leading to supported employment for
individuals with severe handicaps. As a condition for receipt of
VR Services program funds, State VR agencies must assure that the
State has an acceptable plan to provide supported employment
services.

TITLE VII

Part A

Section 701
The State Comprehensive Services for Independent Living program
Federal Funds $12,678,000

This program provided formula grant allotments to assist State
agencies in providing comprehensive independent living servi..:es to
enable severely disabled individuals whose disabilities are so
severe that thay do not presently have the potential for employment
to live and function more independently. In FY 1989, a total of
79 of the 83 eligible State agencies participated in this program.

10
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Part B

Section 711
Centers fcr Independent Living program
Federal Funds $26,000,000

Centers for Independent Living provide services that enable
individuals with severe handicaps to live more independently in the
family or community or to secure and maintain employment with the
maximum degree of self direction.

The Fi 1989 appropriation was used to fund 141 grants awarded
to 97 grantees, including 54 State VR agencies, 42 nonprofit
organizations, and one university. The 141 grants support Centers
for Independent Living in 196 locations.

Part C

Section 721
Independent Living Services for Older Blind Individuals
Federal Funds $5,700,000

This program authorizes discretionary grants to State VR
agencies to provide independent living services for individudls who
have severe visual impairments and who are aged 55 and older to
help them to adjust to their disability and live more independently
in the home and community. In FY 1989, 28 projects were funded at
an average award of about $200,000.

11
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Rehabilitation Services Administration
Office of the Commissioner

Sections 3 and 12
Office of the Commissioner

On July 31, 1989, Nell C. Carney was sworn in as Commissioner
of RSA. She set four priorities for RSA: (1) responsible
implementation of the Rehabilitation Act, as amended; (2) policy
reform; (3) strong internal management; and (4) building nationwide
censtituency relations.

RESPONSIBLM IMPLEMENTATION OF THE REHABILITATION ACT

Standard instruments for program monitoring in the formula
and discretionary grant programs, such as the State Plan Assurance
Review.: (SPARs), and the Case Review System (CRS) are in final
stages of development, apprLyal or implementation. Revision of
regulations in 34 CFR Part 361 (VR Services program) and Part 365
(State Independent Living Comprehensive Services program) to reduce
grantee burden is nearing completion.

Final Projects With Industry (PWI) program regulations
adopting indicators of compliance with evaluation standards were
developed and consequently published in the Federal Register on
August 31, 1989. A standard monitoring instrument was also
developed for use in conducting on-site compliance reviews. Six
such compliance reviews were completed in FY 1989.

Other major activities initiated in 1989 included: a public
notice to solicit comments on reauthorization, redesign and
restructuring the peer review system, a Notice of Intent to
Reguiate 34 CFR Part 631 (Supported Employment), and a three-year
plan for Section 14 evaluation activities.

POLICY REFORM

The RSA Rehabilitation Services Manual (RSM), last revised in
1976, is in the process of complete revision. In addition, the
entire policy issuance system is under review and analysis for
simplification and identification of issuances that should be
retired, reissued, or rewritten. Five important manual areas are
in development: eligibility for the VR Services program, the
Individualized Written Rehabilitation Plan, establishment grants,
the Client Assistance Program, and standards for case closure.
Special emphasis will be placed on a new section on best practices.

14



STRONG INTERNAL MANAGEMENT

RSA has returned to the process of management through
operational and strategic planning. The RSA 1990 Operational Plan
has been developed. All components have established measurable
goals and objectives. The process for the development of a Long-
range Strategic Plan is under way and will be completed in FY 1990.
An RSA Senior Management Team, comprised of the Regional
Commissioners and key central office staff, has been formally
established and empowered by the Commissioner. A significant
number of vacancies have been filled and recruitment efforts have
been accelerated. There was an increased emphasis on
computerization of activities and data. RSA has taken the
initiative to assure that it meets the reasonable accommodation
needs of its employees with disabilities with the goal of becoming
a model for accessibility in the Federal government. Internal
workgroups have been established in several areas, e.g., the
Operational Plan, Employee Development, Policy, Transition Planning
for Technical Assistance, Monitoring of Discretionary Grants to
Regional Offices, and Reauthorization. All workgroups have
specified tasks and deadlines.

CONSTITUENCY RELATIONS

The Commissioner initLated a series of regional constituency
relations meetings as part of a new program to increase the
effective communication and cooperation between RSA and related
agencies and constituency organizations. The purposes of these
meetings will be to receive information and questions from area
service providers and individuals with disabilities, establish and
develop channels of communication, and share the Administration's
plans and priorities for the upcoming year, as well as RSA's goals
and future directions. An emphasis has been placed on RSA's
participation in key conferences of constituent organizations to
foster more positive working relationships. The Commis,ioner has
also initiated meeting3 with constituency representatives in her
office. A series of meetings with allied Federal and national
organizations is under development.

1-5
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Section 12(a)(4)
American Rehabilitation Magazine

In 1990, RSA will celebrate its 30th year as publisher of a
magazine for professionals in the field of rehabilitation.
American Rehabilitntion (AR), PSA's quarterly professional journal,
began publication in 1960 as the Rehabilitation_Record; in 1975 it
became AR. Despite the name change, the magazine's format and
constituency--rehabilication administrators, supervisors and
counselors; physiatrists, and rehabilitation engineers; and a
variety of professionals in education, rehabilitation, and medicine
throughout the world--remain the same. Considering how often the
magazine is passed around and the frequency with which selected
articles are duplicated for training and other purposes, AR's total
readership has been estimated at more than 45,000.

The magazine is designed to disseminate information on
rehabilitation programs funded by RSA and other Federal agencies,
as well as any material relevant to the performance of professional
duties related to rehabilitation. Therefore, any topic related to
rehabilitation, such as innovative programs and techniques, agency
administrative practices, and research is considered.
Occasionally, an entire issue is devoted to one area of disability
or to a specific approach to rehabilitation. Most often, however,
each issue reflects a balance of subject matter. The ideal article
is one that describes a new and successful approach to providing
services for people with disabilities that can and should be
replicated elsewhere. AR also uses separate sections, or
"departments," of the magazine to feature reviews of books, films
and other resources on disability and rehabilitation, to present
materials on what individual States are doing, to announce special
conferences and events, and to disseminate other items of interest
to rehabilitation professionals.

In 1989, 19 articles, written by professionals in the field
of rehabilitation, were published, Including articles on
rehabilitation technology, transition, choices n rehabilitation,
integrated employment, native Americans, computers in
rehabilitation, litigation avoidance, rehabilitation marketing,
deaf-blindness, disability expenditures, information management,
RSA priorities, and the Client Assistance program.

The Spring issue featured articles on "Employment for People
with Deaf-Blindness," "Arizona RSA and Native American
Populations," "Disability Expenditures," "Information Management
for CAPs," "Deaf People in Professioral Employment: a book review,"
and "Results of the Venus Project: increasing program utilizatioh
of vocational services."

18



The Summer issue presented articles on "RSA Priorities," "The
Technology Act of 1988," "Technological Devices for Deaf-Blind
people," "Bringing Computer Technology to the VR System,"
"Marketing New Products for Rehabilitation," "New Leadership far
the New Decade: Robert R. Davila and Nell C. Carney," and
"Computers and Rehabilitation."

The Autumn issue offered articles on "Choices in
Rehabilitation," "Computer Access and Visual Disability: Remaining
Barriers," "Disability and its Prevention in Indian Populations:
is it someone else's responsibility?" "Litigation Avoidance Through
Conflict Resolution: issues for state rehabilitation agencies,"
and "Integrated Employment for People with Severe Disabilities:
case studies and support issues."

Subscriptions are available through the Superintendent of
Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402;
yearly rates are $5 domestic, $6.25 foreign; single copies are
$1.75 domestic, $2.18 foreign.

Authors interested in submitting their manuscripts to AR
should contact: Frank Romano, Editor, Room 3127 Switzer Building,
330 C Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20202-2531. Telephone: (202)
732-1296.

19
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Section 12(b)(2)
RSA Task Forces

Task Force on Services for Individuals with Long Term Mental
Illness

The RSA Task Force on Services for Individuals with Long Term
Mental Illness (LTMI) is composed of national, State, and private
organizations that are involved in service delivery to persons with
LTMI. During FY 1989, the Task Force met four times, about once
every quarter.

During 1989, the Task Force submitted to the RSA Commissioner
information on the following:

o mechanisms for developing information on supported
employment (SE) programs;

o long-term training projects designed to improve working
relationships and collaboration between vocational
rehabilitation (VR) and mental health systems;

o revisions in the SE regula,ions;

o dissemination of a policy directive on implementation of
transitional employment; and

o implementation of a Program Administrative Review (PAR)
focused on VR clients with LTMI.

In addition, the Task Force has proposed topics for
consideration for funding priorities by NIDRR through the NIDRR
representative to the Task Force.

As a result of these activitie, RSA has developed a proposal
for a national, multi-year information gathering activity focused
on VR clients with LTMI and established an objective in the FY 1990
work plan to TAdress strategies for expanding services to this
population. Task Force recommendations on research, training, and
data collection on SE as it relates to persons with LTMI were
incorporated in RSA and NIDRR funding priorities.

Rehabilitation Facilities Task Force (RFT!

The RFT serves as an information exchange between RSA and the
public and private vocational rehabilitation facilities in order
to encourage maximum understanding of and participation in
vocational rehabilitation policy formulation affecting
rehabilitation facilities. Tha RFT also provides information to
RSA on matters concerning facility issues.
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In 1989, the RFT mct three times. Major issues discussed and
information provided were as follows:

o The relationship between community based facilities and
supported employment clients of State VR agencies.

Information developed and provided to the Commissioner a
a result of these discussions assisted RSA to develop and
issue a policy directive to all RSA staff and State VR
agency staff concerning utilization of rehabilitation
facilities and the relatiorhip to supported employment
activities.

This policy statement encourages the maximum utilization
of community-based rehabilitation facilities as a major
resource contributing to the rehabilitation and increased
independent functioning of State VR clients.

o The personnel training needs of rehabilltation facilities.

Facilities contributed to the 1989 personnel training needs
assessment by assisting in obtaining and providing the
Commissioner information on their personnel training needs.

o The development of a 1990 work plan. There are three major
issues to be reviewed and addressed in 1990.

(1) Regulations under 34 CFR Part 361, the VR Services
program, to reduce burden by eliminating unnecessary,
ambiguous, and outdated regulations.

(2) Issues affecting rehabilitation facilities that can
only be Pidressed by legislation, to assist RSA L.
developing proposals for reauthorization of the Act.

(3) IsEAres regarding training of personnel including
evaluating alternative approaches that would assist in the
identification of training needs by region.

22



Section 14

Evaluation

23

' 9



Rehabilitation Services Administration
Policy and Planning Staff

Section 14
Evaluation
Federal Funds $1,003,000

Section 14 of the Act mandates evaluation of all authorized
programs, their effectiveness in achieving goals, and their cost
effectiveness. It requires that standards be established and used
for the evaluations.

Projects Completed in FY 1989

o Best Practice Study of VR Services to Severely Mentally Ill
Individuals. Completed April 1989. The purposes of the study were
to: (1) determine the role and function of the VR Services program
for the severely mentally ill in interaction with other Federal and
State programs; (2) identify the VR services needed and service
gaps in the rehabilitation of severely mentally ill individuals in
the system of community referral and community-based services; and
(3) identify and describe effective systems, service models, and
practices including case management and to develop recommendations
for possible replications.

Surveys showed coordination and system linkages between VR
and Mental Health (MH) agencies. Twenty State agencies reported
jointly funded programs with MH agencies and 34 State VR agencies
collocate VR staff at MN facilities. Survey results indicated that
many MH agencies appear to have made a commitment to establish
community support systems but there is a need for effective
community support systems in many localities. Seventy-three
percent of the surveyed VR counselors believe the .1.ndividual
Written Rehabilitation Plan (IWRP) to be an effective mechanism
for establishing and monitoring mutual expectations for client
behavior during the VR process.

o Evaluation of Services Provided Under the Rehabilitation
Act for Individuals with Specific Learning Disabilities (SLD).
Completed August 1989. This study evaluated the results of
Federal/State efforts to develop policy and definitions used in
providing ser/ices to individuals with SLD. It describes effective
approaches in rehabilitating persons with SLD. It identifies
strengths and weaknesses in the delivery of services, including
linkages with educational programs, advocacy organizations, and
local providers of services.

Surveys and case revl 3 show that more training for counselors is
needed. In addition to having a need for more training, counselors
perceive that they do not have adequate informational resources to
call on in serving clients with SLD.
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o Evaluation of State Vocational Rehabilitation Agency Costs.
Completed April 1989. This study evaluated the viability of
indirect cost rates established with States for VR; whether State
costs are equivalent for VR and other Federal programs; whether
umbrella agency costs and information systems reflect the true cost
of service to VR; whether State monitoring of VR agencies
accounting costs functions is adequate; the validity of State
matching costs for VR; and specific State agency practices, such
as reallocation of costs during the fiscal year, control over
S,ate-operated facility costs, and the presence of audit trails.

The main finding of this study is that there is no overall
systematic problem in the cost allocation process. Overcharge
situations were outnumbered by situations where States
intentionally elected not to assess cost.

National Assessment of Personnel Shortages and Training
Needs in VR. Completed September 1989. The purpose of this study
was to identify personnel shortages and training needs among
professionals serving the State/Federal vocational rehabilitation
system. The study updated a previous national survey completed in
1987. It focused on isolating shortages of trained personnel from
factors such as salary, competition with private providers,
location, hiring freezes, or working conditions. The survey
covered all State VR agencies and samples of State-approved
facilities and discretionary grant programs. Survey results
indicated a need for increased attention in the fields of
blindness, deafless, mental illness, job development, vocational
evaluation, rehabilitation engineering, e _1 supported employment.
The fields of general rehabilitation counseling, training at the
bachelor degree level, and interpreters for the deaf were also
highlighted.

Proiects Continued into FY 1989 from Prior Years But Not Completed
in FY 1989.

o Evaluati-n of Youth Transition from School to Work. This
five year longitt, Anal study conducted by the Office of Special
Education Programs (OSEP) includes joint funding by RSA is expected
to be completed in 1992. The RSA substudy is of those youths who
are referred to VR by the schools or who otherwise become
participants in the VR program following completion of secondary
school. Patterns of referral and service in the schools and in
rehabilitation, and the results of rehabilitation will be
evaluated. Recommendations for improvement of linkages between the
schools and VR and for improvement of service patterns for youths
uith disabilities will be determined.

Contact person: Kathy Hebbeler (202) 732-101C
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o Evaluation of the Impact of the State VR Agency Management
Control Project (MCP). Expected completion April 1990. The
purposes of this study are: (1) to evaluate the effectiveness of
the State projects using MCP as it pertains to achieving the six
stated goals of the MCP, and (2) to determine whether any of the
practices under review should be cited as exemplary a..d whether
other State agencies should be encouraged to adopt such practices.

Contact person: Francoise Hall (202) 732-1338

o Evaluation of State Vocational Rehabilitation Activie&g.
in Drug/Alcohol Rehabilitation. Expected c,Impletion SeptemLer
1990. The purposes of this study are: (1) to identify State
policies and definitions of alcohol and drug dependency; (2) to
identify the characteristics of VR clients with alcohol/drug
dependencies and levels of depandency among them; (3) to determine
services provided by VR agencies to alcohol/drug dependent clients
and the effectiveness of those services compared to those provided
to other disability groups within rehabilitation; (4) to identify
successful interactions and working relationships with other
organizations offering services for individuals with alcohol and
drug dependencies including other State and Federal agencies, not-
for-profit agencies, and for-profit concerns; and (5) to make
policy recommendations regarding eligibility criteria for accepting
alcohol/drug dependent individuals, the types of services needed,
and the most promising linkages with other agencies and
organizations.

Contact person: Francoise Hall (202) 732-1338

Evaluation Projects started in FY 1989.

o Evaluation of Vocational Assessment Procedures and the IWRP
Process Used by State VR Agencies. Expected completion September
1991. The purposes of this study are: (1) to examine, analyze,
and evaluate client assessment policies and practices used by State
VR agencies throughout the rehabilitation process; (2) to assess
policies and practices used by State VR agencies involved in
develeping, implemenfing, and modifying client IWRPs; (3) to
determine the extent to which, and ways in which client diagnostic
and assessment data are actually used in making key decisions (e.g.
eligibility, intermediate objectives, vocational objectives,
services, training, and assistance); (4) to identify effective
assessment and IWRP practices in use in State VR agencies and the
outcomes associated with these exemplary practices; and (5) to make
recommendations to RSA about options for addressing problems
encountered and for fostering more widespread use of exemplary
vccational assessment and IWRP related policies and practices
identified by this study.

Contact person: Suzanne Choisser, Ph.D. (202) 732-1337
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o Development of Program Performance Measures. Expected
Completion September 1990. The purposes of this study are:
(1) to develop state-of-the-art accountabilitl measures for the VR
Services program; and (2) to produce a model of proposed program
performance measures of effectiveness.

Contact person: Sazanne Choisser, Ph.D. (202) 732-1337
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Office of the Assistant Secretary for Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services

Section 15
Office of Information and Resources for the Handicapped
(Clearinghouse on Disability Information)

The Clearinghouse on Disability Information serves all
information providers who serve individuals with disabilities as
well as families where disabilities are present. Major areas of
emphasis are information on Federal funding, Federll legislation,
and identification of other information resources.

Activities

During FY 1989, the Clearinghouse responded to 6,603 written
requests and 2,349 telephone inquiries. The Summary of Existing
Legislation Aftecting Persons with Disabilities was reprinted. Two
issues of OSERS News in Print were published and distributed to
21,000 requestors. The Pocket Guid to Federal Help for
Individuals with Disabilities was updated and printed.
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Sections 100 - 111

Vocational Rehabilitation Services Program
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Rehabilitation Services Administration

Office of Program Operations

Sections 100 - 111
The VocatioLal Rehabilitation (VR) Services program
Federal Funds $1,446,375,000

Title I of the Act authorizes grants to the States to conduct
comprehensive vocational rehabilitation programs that meet the
"needs of Individuals with handicaps so that such Individuals may
prepare for and engage in gainful employment to the extent of their
capabilities."

The Act requires each administering State agency to submit a
State plan every three years. This plan must be approved before
the State agency can receive Federal funds. The plan expresses the
State's commitment to the requirements of the Act and lays out its
program. It also serves as the major reference point for RSA in
monitoring performance, as measured against the setting and
achievement of client goals, program operations, and delivery of
services. Eighty-three State agencies administer VR Services
programs in the 50 States, District of Columbia, Puerto Rico,
Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, Republic of Palau, and the
Commonwealth of the Northern Marianna Islands. In 26 States, there
are two agencies, one for people who are blind and one for people
with other disabilities. In 24 States, a single State VR agency
provides services to persons with any disability. Approximately
one-half of the State VR agencies are located in multi-program
agencies, for instance, Departments of Human Resources. About one-
fourth of the States place their VR agency in Departments of
Education. The remaining State VR Agencies are independent
agencies responsible to the Office of the Governor.

Allocatinns of Federal Funds

The Act authorizes Federal allocations on a formula basis with
a State fund matching requirement. The State matching share is 20
percent of the amount allotted to the State in 1988. Beginning in
FY 1989, any increased amount a State receives above its 1988
allotment is matched at an additional one percent per year for five
years. Program emphasis continued to be placed on providing
services to individuals with the most severe handicaps.

New and continuing efforts by RSA were conducted to help State
agencies improve management and programmatic efforts in several
areas.
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VR SERVICES PROGRAM ACTIVITIES

Monitoring

RSA is in the process of revising its system for monitoring
all formula and discretionary grantees. The revision was deemed
necessary, based on experiences with the earlier system, in order
to develop standardized approaches to permit development of
national data bases.

The major areas for on-site monitoring under the new system
will continue to be State plan compliance, eligibility, audit
follow-up, and internal controls for fiscal management. A new
instrument entitled the State Plan Assurance Review (SPAR) has been
developed to monitor State plan compliance under Titles I, VI-C
and VII-A, while the Case Review System (CRS) has been revised to
be applicable to all three formula grant programs and to reflect
regulatory changes based cn the 1986 amendments.

Computer programs have also been developed to report data
generated by the application of both the SPAR and CRS. An
interactive program is in the process of development to permit a
comparative analysis of SPAR, CRS, and audit data at the local,
regional, and national levels.

Initial activities in the development of standardized
monitoring instruments for the other formula grant programs are
also under way. The new instruments and system evolving from them
will permit targeting of resources to areas of identified
deficiencies as well as long-term planning for monitoring,
technical assistance, training, and evaluation priorities.

Rehabilitation Facilities

A National Facility Specialist Conference was held in Chicago
in August 1989. This was the first such conference since 1981.
The focus was directed toward the State Agency Facility Specialist.
Each State was represented and the total attendance was
approximately 230 individuals. The program revolved around four
concurrent sessions/discussion groups:

o Track 1 Funding Options and Financial Management,
o Track 2 State Agency Planning,
o Track 3 Facility Specialist Role and Function, and
o Track 4 New Populations.

In conjunction with the conference, RSA took the opportunity
to bring together RSA Regional Office staff having responsibility
for rehabilitation facilities. Together, the RSA Central Office
staff and Regional Office staff began to frame a strategy for a
work plan relating to facility programs.
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Mental Illness

Individuals with mental illness make up approximately one-
fifth of the clients served by State VR agencies, the second
largest disability group served. In a continued search for more
effective ways of rehabilitating this population, RSA funded an
evaluation study of VR services to severely mentally ill persons.
Completed in early 1989, the study made recommendations on ways in
which RSA mignt:

o use the flexibility of the VR system more effectively
with severely mentally ill clients;

o stimulate greater interagency coordination with mental
health and other agencies; and

o promote development of much needed community-bascd
service providers and support systems.

The RSA Task Force on Services to Individuals with Long Term
Mental Illness (LTMI), made up of representatives from Federal,
State, and private organizations that are involved in some aspect
of serving those with mental illness, continues to provide RSA with
advice and recommendations related to the rehabilitation of this
population.

The recommendatioas of the evaluation study and the Task Force
are being used by specialists on LTMI in the RSA Central and
Regional Offices to develop a work plan for providing technical
assistance to State VR agencies and other initiatives to enhance
service delivery to VR clients with mental illness.

Program Audits

During FY 1989, the Department of Education, Office of
Inspector General issued 24 audits involving vocational
rehabilitation programs, either directly or as a collateral action.
Many of the audits were made by independent auditors in accordance
with the Single Audit Act of 1984, P.L. 98-502 and the Office of
Management and Budget Circular No. A-128, which established audit,
requirements for State and local governments that receive Federal
funds. Twenty-one audit reports have been resolved and closed.
On ten of these audits, RSA was the primary action official.
Approximately half of these involved no monetary findings. The
monetary findings amounted to close to ten million dollars.

Major audit problems were related to weaknesses in accounting
systems, records, and monitoring; lack of documentation
(eligibility); weaknesses in internal controls, audits, and
reviews; and reports not filed on a timely basis and/or not
completed correctly. Other audit findings included excessive
Federal cash balarces, improper charges to indirect costs, improper
handling of reimbursements, improper handling and monitoring of
subrecipients, and property and equipment not being properly
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monitored and controlled. State officials agreed with most of the
audit findings.

CASELOAD HIGHLIGHTS THROUGH FY 1989

Summary

In FY 1989, virtually eve- -jor caseload indicator increased
from the previous year, led b L rd high numbers of persons with
severe disabilities served and rehabilitated in the State-Federal
rehabilitation system. The total numbr of persons served
increased for the second year in a row after twelve years of
declines, wile those rehabilitated increased for tha first time
in four years. Caseloads of persons with severe disabilities
continued to increase in FY 1989 accounting for two-thirds of the
entire caseload. Overall caseloads continued to expand at all
stages of the rehabilitation p:ocess while the total State agency
workload of cases rose to the highest level in eight years.
Generally, the caseload picture in FY 1989, as in earlier years,
is described by continuing gains in the numbt77 of persons ith
severe disabilities served and concomitant losses in the number of
those who are not severely disabled served. The major caseload
highlights are described more fully in the paragraphs below, which
contain references to the historical tables and charts contained
in Appendix C of this report.

Persons rehabilitated - total

The number of persons vocationally rehabilitated in FY 1989
was 220,408, an increase of 1.0 percent from FY 1988, the first
gain in four years (Table 3, Figure A). Rehabilitations have
averaged about 222,300 persons in the last eight years with a
variation of up to 6,000 persons (less than 3 percent). This
relative stability reflectE contipuing increases in numbers of
persons with severe disabilities who are rehabilitated and roughly
offsetting losses in those who are not severely disabled
(Table 10, Figure D).

Persons served - total

Some 928,998 persons were served in FY 1989, a 1.1 percent
gain from FY 1988, and the second increase in a row after 12
consecutive years of losses (Tables 1 and 2). This increase was
due to the fact that gains in the number of persons with severe
disabilities served exceeded losses in those served who were not
severely disabled. Prior to FY 1988, the pattern was one of
relatively small increases or decreases in numbers of persons with
severe disabilities serveL along with persistent and sometimes
large decreases in the number of persons with non-severe
disabilities leading to the long-term slide in total persons served
(Table 12, Figure E).
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Nem_Applicants

Gains were registered also in new cases entering State agency
caseloads. There were 630,950 applicants for rehabilitation
services, 3.2 percent more than in FY 1988 and the largest such
total in eight years (Table 5, Figure C). This increase affected
the number of persons in applicant status on September 30, 1989
which rose to 268,182, marking the fifth consecutive end-of-year
expansion in numbers of applicants in State agency caseloads
(Table 6'.

New acceptances - total

The number of persons accepted for rehabilitation services in
FY 1989 rose to 359,431, or 2.7 percent more tl'an the previous
year. This occurrence departed from the trend in the previous six
years, which saw new acceptances remain fairly level at about
350,000 persons each year (Tables 4 and 5, Figures B and C). The
9,000+ gain in new acceptances in FY 1989 translated into a
comparable rise in the number of active cases. The number of
active cases on September 30, 1989 was 578,975, 1.6 percent more
than on September 30, 1988. This was the second consecutive
expansion in the number of active cases after 12 years of decline.

Acceptance rate

Of the 623,412 individuals whose applications to receive
rehabilitation services were acted upon by State rehabilitation
agencies, 57.7 percent (359,431 persons) were accepted for services
while the other 42.3 percent (263,981 persons) were not accepted
for services in FY 1989. This was the third year in a row of a
virtually identical acceptance rate. In the last decade, very
little variation has been observed in the acceptance ri:te
(Table 4, Figure B).

Rehabilitation rate - total

The rehabilitation rate--defined as the percent of cases
closed from the active statuses that are successfully
rehabilitated--was 63.0 percent in FY 1989 compared to 62.5 percent
in the prior fiscal year, the first increase in four years. The
rehabilitation rate has had a 7airly narrow range--from about 61
percent to 65 percent in the last decade (Table 3, Figure A).

Persons with severe disabilities rehabilitatel

The number of rehabilitated severely disabled persons reached
145,487 in FY 1989, the highest total ever recorded in the 16 years
for which these data are available, representing a 3.9 percent
increase from the previous fiscal year. This also marked the sixth

36



consecutive year of increasing numbers, after four years of
declines. Additionally, the severely disabled accounted for 66.5
percent of all persons rehabilitated in FY 1989, the highest such
proportion achieved (Table 10, Figure D).

Persons with severe disabilities served

The number of persons with severe disabilities served in FY
1989 came to 624,552, the highest total recorded since the
statistical series began in FY 1976, representing a 3.3 percent
gain from the number served in the prior fiscal year. This was the
fifth increase in six years after four consecutive declines were
incurred in the early 1980s. Persons with severe disabilities
accounted for 67.2 percent of all persons served in FY 1989, the
highest level yet attained (Table 12, Figure E).

New accentances - persons with severe disabilities

There were 244,990 persons with severe disabilities accepted
for services by State agencies in FY 1989, another all-time high
for the State-Federal rehabill_ation program. This was 2.8 percent
more thar, in FY 1988, and represented the third consecutive annual
increase. More than two-thirds (68.2 percent) of all persons
accepted for rehabilitation services in FY 1989 were persons with
severe disabilities, another record high (Table 13).

Rehabilitation rate - persons with severe disabilities

The rehabilitation rate among persons with severe disabilities
was 62.4 percent in FY 1989, i.e. 62.4 percent of those whose
active cases were closed were successfully rehabilitated while 37.6
percent could not be rehabilitated. This rate of success, while
slightly higher than the rate of 62.0 percent in FY 1988, is in
line with the 14-year trend of rehabilitation rates which havc,
ranged narrowly from about 59 to 62 percent. The rehabilitation
rate among case closures of persons with non-severe disabilities
was 64.1 percent, only 1.7 percentage points more than the rate for
persons with severe disabilities, the second smallest difference
ever observed (Table 11).

Total agency workload

The total agency workload of cases, which includes both
applicants and clients in all stages of the rehabilitation process,
edged upward for the fifth year in a row, this time to 1,480,880,
1.7 percent more than in FY 1988. Although the FY 1989 count was
still far below the workload total of 1.75 million ten years
earlier, it represented the greatest percentage gain since FY 1975
and the highest total since FY 1981. The caseload component most
responsible for the workload increase in FY 1989 was the rise in
new applicants of nearly 20,000 persons (Table 2).
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Resolution of Applicant/Client Appeals

Section 102(d) of the Act, as amended in 1986, outlines the
procedures to be followed when applicants to and clients of State
VR agencies wish to appeal the decisions made by rehabilitation
counselors and coordinators. Such appeals are first reviewed by
an impartial hearing officer (IHO) who must restave these matters.
Decisions of the impartial hearing officer may then be reviewed by
the State Director if he or she chooses to do so. (In some States
a Fair Hearing Board replaces the State Director.)

Subsections 5(A) and (B) of Section 102(d) specify the
requirements for and the type cf. data State agencies must collect
and report annually to the Commissioner on applicant/client
appeals. The data presented in appendix G were reported by 68 of
the 80-plus State agencies using Form RSA-722 (Resolution of
Applicant/Client Appeals) and are preliminary. One-third of the
agencies who reported had no activity involving appeals. What
follows, therefore, is a summary of the information transmitted to
RSA by 45 State VR agencies.

Impartial hearing officers handled a total of 688 appeals
during FY 1989. The majority of these (566 or 82.3 percent) were
resolved in this period. Half of the appeals resolved were
withdrawn before the IHO could render a decision, slightly more
than one-third (35.2 percent) were decisions favoring the agency
and 14.8 percent favored the individual.

Many of the appeals handled by the impartial hea-:ing officers
during FY 1989 occurred because the applicant did not agree with
the initial determination made in reference to his/her eligibility
for vocational renabilitation or extended evaluation (EE) services.
mhis complaint was reported by 18.3 percent of the individuals who
filed appeals. The nature and contents of the Individualized
Written Rehabilitation Program (IWRP) was an issue for 11.0 percent
of the appeals handled and the client who needs further services
but was determined ineligible to continue those services was the
complaint for 10.5 percent.

A total of 285 IHO decisions were made available for review
by the State Director (or Fair Hearing Board in some instances) in
FY 1989. Most of these (90.9 percent) were concluded during the
year. Half of those concluded were not reviewed by the State
Director or Fair Hearing Board; 48.3 percent were reviewed and 1.2
percent were concluded before the Director made a decision. Of the
125 decisions reviewed 85, or 68 percent, were decisions favoring
the State agency which were sustained.

The nature/contents of the IWRP was the most common issue
identified for IHO decisions handled by the State Director (18.6
percent registered this complaint). This was followed very closely
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by clients eligibility for further services (17.9 percent) and
applicants eligibility for VR or EE services (17.5 percent).

Post-Employment Services and Annual Reviews of Ineligibility
Determinations and Workshop Placements, FY 1979 to 1989

The report on Post-Employment Services and Annual Reviews
(Form RSA-62) submitted each year by State VR agencies contains
statistical information on three separate activities conducted
under Title I of the Act. These activities are (a) the delivery
of post-employment services to previously rehabilitated persons;
(b) the conduct of ineligibility determination reviews; and (c) the
conduct of reviews of placements into extended employment,
especially sheltered workshops. A decade-long summary of activity
in theL three areas at the national level is shovn below and in
four taples in Appendix E.

Post-employment services (Tables 1 and 2)

Section 103(a) (2) of the Act identifies the many types of VR
services wil!ch can be provided to individuals with handicaps.
Included among these services are post-employment services
necessary to assist previously rehabilitated clients to maintain
or regain employment. State agencies can provide these relatively
minor services, such as medical treatment and transportation
assistance, without having to re-open the recipient's case.

The ten-year period from FY 1979 to FY 1989 has seen three
distinct trends in the frequency of delivery of post-employment
services starting with a rise through FY 1981, then a decline fox
two years, and steady and persistent increases ever since. By FY
1989, the total number of petsons in receipt of post-employment
services reached an all-time high of 17,655. The large majority
of these individuals, 13,961, or 79.1 percent of the total, were
classified as severely disabled, another record high. The primary
goal of post-employment services, maintaining or regaining
employment, was met by more than four-fifths of all individuals for
whom services were completed, the first time that this rate of
success has exceeded 80 percent.

The utilization rate, or the number of persons getting post-
employment services as a percent of the number rehabilitated in the
previous fiscal year, has increased in nine of the last ten years,
reaching a new record. Individuals receiving post-employment
services in FY 1989 (17,655) were 8.1 percent of all individuals
rehabilitated in FY 1988 (218,241). The utilization rate was 9.9
percent for individuals with severe disabilities and only 4.8
percent for the non-severely disabled. By type of State agency,
the rate was 21.2 percent for agencies for the blind and 7.5
percent for general/combined agencies.
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Review of ineligibility determinations (Table 11

State agencies are required by Section 101(a)(9)(c) of the Act
to review each determination of ineligibility no later than 12
months following such determination. The review makes it possible
for some individuals to be accepted for rehabilitation services
after previously being declared ineligible for such services. This
provision in law was designed to be of particular assistance to
persons with severe handicans, to afford them a Hsecond chance" to
receive services.

There were 28,531 reviews of ineligibility determinations
conducted during FY 1989, the lowest total in the decade of the
1980s. This decline is not surprising because there have ..reen
decreases in (a) the number of applicants not accepted for services
and.(b) the proportion of applicants deemed to be too severely
handicapped to benefit from rehabilitation services. Despite the
change in total reviews, however, the results of the reviews have
changed very little in the last decade. In this regard, then, FY
1989 was a typical year.

Only 2.5 percent of the individuals whose reviews were
completed in FY 1989 were accepted for services; another 3.0
percent were, once again, rot accepted for services; and 2.6
percent had re-entered the rehabilitation process, but their
eligibility for services had not yet been determined. The
overwhelming majority, or 91.9 percent, of the reviews completed
required no further consideration from the State agency.

Reviews of extended employment in rehabilitation facilities
(including aorkshovs) (Table 4)

Section 101(a) (16) of the Act requires State agencies to
conduct periodic reviews and reevaluations of the status of
rehabilitated persons placed into extended employment in
rehabilitation facilities (including sheltered workshops) to
determine the feasibility of their employment in the competitive
labor market.

The number of non-competitive employment placement reviews
conducted by State VR agencies from FY 1979 through FY 1989 has
fluctuated rising to a high of 47,841 in FY 1986 and declining each
year since then to 42,913 in FY 1989. Of the 40,504
reviews/reevaluations completed in FY 1989, 6.1 percent resu'ted
in placements into competitive or. self-employment, the highest rate
of success in this regard ever achieved. Four out of five
individuals, or 81.1 percent, had to be maintained in non-
competitive employment. Most of the remaining individuals were not
available for a review while a few (3.6 percent) had re-entered the
VR process.
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Characteristics of Rehabilitated Clients

Introduction

The report required by Section 13 of the Act must include
specific personai and program-related data on the individuals whose
cases are clofed out each year. The Case Service Report System is
the source for the data presented here and is used by each State
agency to collect the information needed to comply with this
requirement. The following is a profile of the clients rehabili-
tated by the VR Services program biennially, from FY 1984 through
FY 1988. Also included are the reasons for unsuccessful case
closures (non-acceptances and non-rehabilitations) during the same
period.

Recent revisions to the Case Service Report, formerly known
as the RSA-300 system and now the RSA-911 system, may have affected
the comparability of certain data elements for the fiscal years
presented here. Data shown for FY 1984 are exclusively from the
RSA-300 system. FY 1986 can be classified as a transitional period
when 18 agencies accounting for roughly 30 percent of the
rehabilitations started using the RSA-911 format. Most (over 80
percent of the rehabilitations) of the data reported for FY 1988
was in the RSA-911 format. While the core data elements (major
disabling conditions, earnings, occupations, cost of purchased ser-
vices, and others) are identical in both systems, some of the items
previously reported at referral (RSA-300) are now reported at the
time of application (RSA-911).

Several data elements carried over from the RSA-300 system are
now reported somewhat differently in the RSA-911 system Pnd could
also affect the comparability of the data. These include types of
services provided, age, the kinds of public support received, and
the reasons for non-acceptance. Elements including the size and
income of a client's family and the amounts of public assistance
were not continued with the RSA-911 system. However, items such
as hours worked at application and closure and the type of facility
providing services were added and are presented in the report and
tables which follow.

The Client Profile

Age at application

This item, previously reported at the time of referral, is now
based on the actual date of birth and reported at the time of
application. The mean or average age at application for persons
rehabilitated during FY 1988 was 33.3 years, slightly more than the
mean age reported by those rehabilitated in FY 1986 and 1984. This
slight increase in mean age was accompanied by a slight increase
in the proportion of clients 55 years and older (9.0 percent in FY
1988, up from 8.5 percent ir FYs 1986 and 1984). Rehabilitants
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under the age of 25 years have declined from 35.9 percent of the
total in FY 1984 to 32.3 percent in FY 1988. The remaining
individuals (those between the ages of 25 and 54) represented the
largest and fastest growing age group. This group which accounted
for 55.5 percent in FY 1984 increased to 58.6 percent in FY 1988.

Sex

Males continue to account for the majority ea: those
vocationally rehabilitated. In FY 1988, 56.1 percent of the
clients rehabilitated were men. The proportion of women declined
slightly from 44.6 percent in FY 1986 to 43.9 percent in FY 1988.

Race/ethnicity

One out of every five persons rehabilitated was a member of
a racial minority group. Although this percentage has not changed
significantly for several years, slight changes occurred in the
proportions of white (upward) and black (downward) clients. The
percentage of Hispanics, regardless of racial origin, rose from 6.4
percent in FY 1984 to 7.5 percent in FY 1988.

Highest grade completed

More than half of the clients rehabilitated by State VR
agencies during FY 1988 were comprised of individuals who were at
least high school graduates when they applied for serviceF,. For
FY 1988, 56.1 percent of those rehabilitated were at least high
school graduates. This compares to 52.8 percent for FY 1984.
Clients with at least one year of post-secondary education
increased from 15.2 percent in FY 1984 to 17.4 percent in FY 1988.
There was also a slight increase in the average! number of grades
completed from 11.3 grades in FYs 1984 and 1986 to 11.5 grades in
FY 1988 (mean excludes clients receil-ing special education).
Individuals who were mentally retarded and who were recipients of
special education represented 16.1 percent of the FY 1988
rehabilitants (up from 14.6 percent in FY 1984 and 15.2 percent in
FY 1986).

Marital status

The number of persons with disabilities who come to VR without
any spousal support has increased each year from FY 1984 to FY
1988. In fact, most of the clients rehabilitated have never been
married when they apply for VR services. The percentage of married
individuals who are still with their spouses when they apply for
services fell by one percentage point from 29.3 percent in FY 1984
to 28.1 percent in FY 1988.
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Primary sonice of support

Family and friends continue to be the most common primary
source of support. However these sources, which supported half
(50.8 percent) of the individuals rehabilitated in FY 1984,
provided support for 46.8 percent of those rehabilitated in FY
1988. Persons primarily supported by their own earnings increased
from 14.7 percent in FY 1984 to 17.6 percent in FY 1988. Public
assistance was the primary source of support for 14.7 percent of
the cases successfully closed in FY 1988 (up from 13.2 percent four
years ago).

Type of institution at application

One rehabilitated client in 11 (9.1 percent) was residing in
an institution at the .ime of application for VR services.
Compared to FY 1984, the proportions of FY 1988 rehabilitants
residing in halfway houses, drug abuse treatment centers, treatment
centers for alcoholics, and unidentified institutions at
application have all increased.

Source of referral

Traditionally 23 percent of the clients rehabilitated by State
VR agencies come to the agency on their own. Self-referral
continues to be the most common single source of referral. This
is followed by referrals from individuals other than physicians and
the clients themselves (12.4 percent) and referrals from elementary
and high schools (11.1 percent). Although the two most popular
single sources of referral come from the broad category
individuals, there has been a slight decline in the percentage of
clients so referred. This decline is primarily due to a drop in
the proportion of clients being referred by physicians which fell
from 8.9 percent in FY 1984 to 7.9 percent in FY 1988). As a
group, hospitals and sanatoriums experienced a decline in
referrals. Additional declines were also reported in referrals
from public welfare agencies and other public sources such AS
Social Security. Among the broad categories, increases occurred
in referrals from educational institutions, health organizations
and agencies and private sources, such as artificial appliance
companies.

Major disabling condition

Orthopedic impairments (20.9 percent), mental illness
(16.5 percent) and mental retardation (13.4 percent) were the most
prevalent major disabling condition groups. Collectively, these
three disability categories were reported by half of the
individuals rehabilitated during FY 1988. Increasing proportions
for FY 1988 were noted for those groups of clients rehabilitated
who were disabled from visual impairments (8.7 percent), hearing
impairments (9.1 percent), substance abuse (10.5 percent), mental
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retardation (13.4 percent), and learning disabilities (4.9
percent).

Six out of every ten orthopedic impairments were caused by
some type of accident. The occurrencds of accidents involving the
spinal cord have increased from 8.0 percent in FY 1984 to 10.9
percent in FY 1988. Roughly two-thirds (66.1 percent) of the
instances of absences or amputations of extremities were caused by
accidents and injuries.

Secondary disabling condition

More than one-third (37.5 percent) of the clients who
successfully completed the VR program during FY 1988 had a
secondary disabling condition.

Severely disabled

For FY 1988, 140,959 or 64.6 percent of the total persons
rehabilitated were classified as severely disabled. This is the
highest proportion reported since the definition for severe
disability was developed in 1974.

Previous VR experience

Only 8.2 percent of the individuals rehabilitated had
experienced the VR program within three years of their most recent
referral date. Most of these persons (5.8 percent) were previously
rehabilitated.

Time spent in VR process

Clients rehabilitated in FY 1988 spent on the average 22.6
months in the VR process from date of application to closure. This
compares to an average of 22.1 months for those rehabilitated in
FY 1984 when the span of time began with the date of referral.

Cost of purchased services

The mean cost of purchasing services for all clients
rehabilitated (taring the current fiscal year (served with or
without cost to agency) was $2,016, roughly $360 more than the
$1,655 spent on the typical person rehabilitated four years ago (FY
1984).

Types of services provided

More than half (53.7 percent) of the clients rehabilita ed
during FY 1988 received some type of training. The most common
type of training is personal and vocational adjustment training,
which was provided to 21.8 percent. The provision of on-the-job
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training has increased significantly from 6.5 percent in FY 1984
to 10.1 percent in FY 1988. The RSA-911 system collects
information on two additional services provided by State agencies.
Data for FY 1938 account for roughly 85 percent of the clients
rehabilitated and show that more than one-third received the newly
reported services (job placement and transportation services were
provided to 36.5 percent and 34.4 percent, respectively).

Type of facility or agency furnishing services

Only agencies using the 911 format could report this data
item. Figures for FY 1988 encompass 83.1 percent of the total
rehabilitated in that period. Two in seven (28.9 percent)
rehabilitants received services from a rehabilitation facility
while one-fifth received services from unspecified private
organizations and agencies. Private individuals, such as
physicians, provided services to 43.8 percent of the clients
rehabilitated.

Work status at application and closure

The proportion of clients who are employed in the competitive
labor market when they apply for services has improved each year.
For those rehabilitated during the current year, 16.8 percent were
so employed at the time of application. This compares to 13.5
percent of the individuals rehabilitated in FY 1984 being
competitively employed at referral. Most of the clients
rehabilitated during FY 1988 (81.5 percent) were placed into the
competitive labor market at closure. This percentage has also
increased annually in recent years. Annual declines have been
reported in the proportion of homemaker closures which fell from
11.1 percent in FY 1984 to 9.6 percent and 9.0 percent in FYs 1986
and 1988, respectively.

Weekly earnings at application and closure

Four out of every five persons rehabilitated in FY 1988 had
no earnings when they applied for the vocational rehabilitation
program. By the time of rehabilitation closure, only one in eleven
(9.3 percent) were without earnings. The lierall mean or average
weekly earnings for FY 1988 rehabilitants increased from $32.60 at
application to $177.90 at closure.

Weekly hours at application and closure

Hours woiked in the week before application were reported for
79.3 percent of those rehabilitated during FY 1988. The mean
number of hours worked at application for all clients (employed and
not empJoyed) was 5.5 hours per week. For those working at
application the mean was 31.8 hours. At closure, the average
number of hours worked for all clients increased to 33.4 hours or
roughly 28 hours more than the mean at the time of application.
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Seven in ten rehabilitants were working full-time (35 hours or
more) at closure.

Occupation at closure

Although the number of clients placed into industrial
occupations has declined in recent years, these jobs still are the
most :ommon for rehabilitated clients. For FY 1988, 27.7 percent
of tit individuals rehabilitated were so placed (down from 30.0
percent in FY 1984). Declines were also registered for placements
into homemaking and agricultural positions. Gains were reported
by clients employed as professionals, clerical staff, service
providers, and sales persons.

Reasons for closure

Reasons for non-acceptance

Individuals who refused services or failed to cooperate
accounted for the largest proportions of those not accepted for the
VR services program during FY 1988 (27.2 percent and 21.6 percent,
respectively). Whether or not the client has a disabling condition
that will significantly hamper his/her ability to work is declining
as a reason for ineligibility. Applicants whose conditions were
classified as being "too severe" represented only 7 percent of the
non-acceptances in FY 1988 (in FY 1984 9 percent cited this
reason).

Reasons for non-rehabilitation

Inability to locate a client (27.2 percent), refusal of
services (24.6 percent), and failure to cooperate (22.- percent)
were the reasons used most frequently by clients whose cases were
closed not rehabilitated during FY 1988. Together these reasons
encompassed roughly three-quarters of the non-rehabilitations for
that year. As with non-acceptances, the proportion of clients who
could not successfully complete the VR program because their major
disabilities were "too severe" decreased in recent years (from 10.8
percent in FY 1984 to 7.7 percent in FY 1988).

Services and Outcomes: Persons with Severe and Non-Sevele Disabilities

I. Introduction

The 1986 amendments to the Act included a provision calling
for "an evaluation of the status of individuals with severe
handicaps...6 to De made part of the Annual Report. This report
provides an attempt at sr.ch an evaluation through the analysis of
program data reported to the Rehabilitation Services Administration
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with the individual client Case Service Report (RSA-911)1. This
is a system containing many personal and program-related
characteristics over 600,000 of clients of State vocational
rehabilitation agencies whose cases are closed each year as
rehabilitated, not rehabilitated, or not accepted for services.

The information in this analysis is complementary to data
reported on State agency caseloads (Quarterly Cumulative Caseload
Report, Form RSA-113). Caseload data show that: (a) the number of
persons with severe disabilities newly accepted for services,
served and rehabilitated reached record highs in FY 1989; and (h)
the proportions of all persons accepted, served, and rehabilitated
accounted for by persons with severe disabilities continued to rise
to new heights in FY 1989, and now constitute about two-thirds of
the total for all three measurements. Data from the Case Service
Report, although less timely, go beyond caseload volumes by
providing details on (a) client demographics, (b) types of
disa.aling conditions, (c) the client's economic status at
application, (d) the nature of his or her interaction with the
rehabilitation process, (e) types of rehabilitation outcomes, and
(f) economic gains from application for services to rehabilitation
closure. These are the categories by which the analysis below is
organized.

Data presented in this report pertain to FY 1988 and were
obtained from all State rehabilitation agencies, .nccept for one
small agency for the blind.

Virtually all of the tables presented with this report display
three columns of data. The first column represents characteristics
associated with all persons rehabilitated in FY 1988, regardless
of the severity of disability. The second column displays the same
characteristics for persons with severe disabilities, and the third
column pertains Lo persons with non-severe disabilities. The
tables also show column and row percents. Column percents are
derived from totals at the top of each column and help one develop
a profile separately for persons with severe and persons with non-
severe disabilities.

Row percents, on the other hand, are based on the total number
of persons with a given characteristic and answer the question,
"What percent of all persons with this characteristic were severely
disabled? The totals at the top of each table will change somewhat
from table to table. They represent the number of persons for whom
the particular item was successfully reported. Thus, the number

1

Data on individuals with severe disabilities is utilized
here as an indicator of the status of individuals with severe
handicaps. It should be noted that the defin:tion of individual
with severe disabilities as reported in the RSA 911 is not the same
as the statutory definition of individual with severe handicaps.
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seen as reporting age at ,:losure is greater than the number for age
at application bPcause the date of closure was reported for a few
more persons than was the date of application.

Finally, for this and other statistical repccts, persons with
severe disabilities are, in general terms, defin(d as persons: (a)
having stated types of major disabling corditions such as
blindness, deafness, and orthopedic impairments involving three or
more limbs; or (b) having disabilities as qualified in some
instances, such as hearing impairments with a certain degree of
decibel loss; or (c) being so impaired that they were receiving
Social Security Disability Insurance benefits or Supplemental
Security Income payrents at some time while undergoing
rehabilitation services; or (d) having a documented loss in
functioning, such as the inab.lity to perform sustained work
activity for six hours or more, and requiring multiple VR services
over an extended period of time.

II. Client Demographics

Persons with severe disabilities rehabilitated in FY 1988 were
generally older than persons with non-severe disabilities. The
average age of persons with severe disabilities was 33.7 years old
at application for the VR services program compared to 32.2 for
other individuals. By the time of rehabilitation closure, clients
with severe disabilities averaged 35.7 years of age and clients
with non-severely disabilities, 34.0 years. Severe disability was
more prevalent among the older clients. Thus, 70 percent or more
of all rehabilitated persons in their mid-forties or older were
severely disabled compared to 64.4 percent of persons who were 18
or 19 years old at app3ication.

A slightly smaller percentage of persons with severe
disabilities were women (43.5 percent vs. 44.7 percent among
persons with non-severe di-abilities). Both men and women were
about as likely to be severely disabled (nearly 70 percent).

Minorities comprised a somewhat smalier proportion of persons
with severe disabilities, 19.0 percent, compared to 20.9 percent
of persons with non-severe disabilities. Approximately 66 percent
of black persons and American Indians were severely disabled
compared to 69 percent of white persons.

Persons of Hispanic origin were less likely than other persons
to be classified as severely disabled as they accounted for 7.0
percent of persons severely disabled and 8.6 percent of those who
were not severely disabled. Only 64.0 percent of persons of
Hispanic origin were severely disabled compared to 68.9 percent of
non-Hispanics.

For persons involved in regular schooling, the mean numbe] of
grades completed was 11.5, regardless of the severity of
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disability. A much higher proportion of persons with severe
disabilities were in special educatior.; some 18.9 percent of
persons with severe disabilities and oiAly 9.8 percent of persons
with non-severe disabilities. Persons with severe disabilities
accounted for a very high proportion of all individuals in receipt_
of special education (80.9 percent).

Although older, fewer persons with s vere disabilities had
been married (48.8 percent) than persons with non-severe
disabilities (45.1 percent). A little over one-quarter of both
groups were currently ma.....ried.

III. Types of Disabling Conditions

The distribution of types of major disabling conditions
differed considerably by severity status, due, in large measure,
to the definition of severe disability in use. Certain disability
groups were classified as being severely disabled in their
entirety. Examples include blindness, deafness, moderate and
severe ment-.1 retardation, and orthopedic impairments involving
three or more limbs.

All orthopedic impairments accounted for 23.5 percent of
persons with severe disabilities, but only 15.2 percent of persons
with non-severe disabilities. Another 15.7 percent of the persons
with severe disabilities were mentally retalded compared tc only
8.4 percent of the non-severe group. Visual and hearing
impairments were also more prevalent among persons with severe
disabilities than among persons with non-severe disabilities. A
little over three-quarters of the individuals with these major
disabling conditions were persons with severe disabilities.

Two important disability groups, on the other hand, were much
less likely to be composed of persons with severe disabilities.
Substance abuse. for example, was the major disabling condition for
only 7.9 pc lt of persons with severe disabilities but 16.3
percent of the non-severe group. Similarly, 3.7 percent of
individuals with severe disabilities were learninc disabled
compared to 7.5 percent of those not severely disabled.
Altogether, only 51.4 percent of all substance abusers and 52.0
percent of individuals oTith specific learnirq disabilities were
persons with severe disabilities.

The broad disability category having the lowest proportion of
cliantele classified as severely disabled was the complex of
disorders of the digestive system at 29.2 percent. At the other
extreme, 80.2 percent of persons who were mentally retarded were
severely disabled.

Persons with severe disabilities wi_re more likely than their
non-severe counterparts to have had a secondary disabling
condition. This was the case for 40.9 percent vs. 30.1 percent of
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the two groups, respectively. The most common secondary disabling
condition for both groups was m-ntal illness.

While oaly 1,531 persons rehabilitated were recorded as having
suffered a traumatic brain injury (TBI), 90 percent of these
individuals were severely disabled. (Since the identificatio.1 of
persons with TBI is fairly new, their counts in FY 1988 may be
understated,)

IV. Economic Status at Application

The employment and wageearning statuses of both persons with
severe disabilities and persons with non-severe disabilities were
not very favorable at the time of application for. the. ' Services
program. In some respects, persons with sever ::es were
more poorly situated at application than were on-severe
counterparts, but in no respect were they better ...,. rsons with
severe disabilities were less likely to have had a rned income
at all and, when working, they were more likely to be earning below
the minimum wage rate of $3.35 per hour. In regard to ^dan weekly
earnings of workers and mean weekly hours of work, there was little
difference between the two groups. Given their lower 1-ate of
employment, it was not surprising to note that persons with severe
disabilities had to rely more often than persons with non-severt.
disabilities on various forms of public support.

The large majority of all individuals, regardless of severity
of disability, were not working at the time of application for
rehabilitation services. Only 14.2 percent of persons with severe
disabilities and 22.5 percent of persons with non-severe
disabilities were employed in the competitive labor market at
application. While relatively few individuals of either group were
employed in sheltered workshops at application, 93.0 percent of
such persons were severely disabled.

Individuals with earnings in the w'ek before application for
services were clearly in the minority for both groups encompassing
17.8 percent of persons with severe disabilities and 24.3 percent
of persons with non-severe disabilities. The mean weekly earnings
at application, including persons not working at all, was $28.80
for persons with severe disabilities and $40.E0 for those not
severely disabled. Wageearners among both groups were averaging
over $160 per week.

Only 8.7 percent of persons with severe disabilities and 12.3
percent of the non-severe group were working full time at
application, defined as 35 hours per week or more. Another 6.8
percent of persons with severe disabilities and 8.8 percent of
their non-severe counterparts were working part time. Individuals
of both groups who were working at application averaged about 32
hours per week.
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Small percentages of both groups were earning $5 per hour or
more at application--6.3 percent of individuals with severe
disabilities and 8.7 percent of those with non-severe disabilities.
The hourly wage rate computed for wage earnnrs only was $5.00 for
persons with severe disabilities and $4.90 for persons with non-
severe disabilities. Approximately 30 percent of persons with
severe disabilities who were working at application were earning
below the minimum wage rate ($3.35 per hour) compared to 25 percent
of persons not severely disabled.

Persons with severe disabilities were more likely to be
primarily supported at application by public income sources than
were persons with non-severe disabilities. Nearly 17 percent of
persons with severe disabilities compared to about 10 percent of
the non-severe group were primarily supported by monthly public
assistance payments. Another 7 percent of persons with severe
disabilities relied primarily on Social Security Disability
Insurance (SSDI) benefits. (By definition, all individuals in
receipt of SSDI benefits were severely disabled.) Family support
accounted for 44.5 percent of individuals with severe disabilities
and 51.9 percent of those not severely disabled.

Nearly one-quarter of persons with severe disabilities and
about 10 percent of persons with non-severe disabilities were in
receipt of public assistance payments at some time while they were
undergoing rehabilitation, not necessarily at application only.
(Public assistance includes the various types of Supplemental
Security Income, Aid to Families with Dependent Children, and
General Assistance.) Five of every six public assistance
recipients (83.9 percent) were severely disabled. One in every ten
(10.8 percent) persons with severe disability received SSDI
benefits at some time during the rehabilitation process.

Nearly one person in eleven rehabilitated was residing in an
institution at the time of application for services. More
precisely, 9.4 percent of the persons with severe disabilities and
8.2 percent of persons with non-severe disabilities were so
situated. For both groups, the single most common institution was
a halfway house. Persons with severe disabilities accounted for
the large majority of persons residing in most institutions (e.g.
over 90 percent of those living in institutions for the mentally
retarded were persons with severe disabilities, but there were
notable exceptions. The majority of persons coming from adult
correctional institutions, for example, were not severely disai,.:c.d.

V. Interaction with the Rehabilitation Process

Relatively minor differences we,-e obEerved in the distribution
of sources referring individuals flr rehabilitation services.
Persons with severe disabilities were somewhat less likely to have
been referred by physicians and by other individuals not affiliated
with particular organizations. They were likelier to have been
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referred by hospitals and by health organizations and agencies such
as rehabilitation facilities and community mental health centers.
Self-referrals were the single most common source of referral,
accounting for a little less than one-quarter of all referrals both
for persons with severe disabilities and persons with non-severe
disabilities. Persons with severe disabilities accounted for a low
of 41.3 percent of individuals referred by correctional
institutions, and a high of 87.1 percent of those referred by
Social Security disability determination units.

Persons with severe disabilities were more likely to have been
rehabilitated at least once before within three years of the most
recent date of application. These previously rehabilitated clients
accounted for 6.5 percent of persons with severe disabilities
rehabilitated in FY 1988 and 4.2 percent of persons with non-
severe disabilities. Of all persons rehabilitated at least once
before, 77.0 percent were severely disabled.

A very striking difference between persons with severe
disabilities and persons with non-severe disabilities was the
amount of money spent by State agencies in purchasing services for
them to effect their successful rehabilitation. The mean cost of
case services for persons with severe disabilities was $2,132.60
compared to $1,448.10 for persons with non-severe disabilities, a
difference of nearly 50 percent Over 10 percent of persons with
severe disabilities (10.3 percent) compared to only 5.3 percent of
persons with non-severe disabilities required services costing
$5,000 or more. More than four-fifths of all individuals having
$5,000 or more spent on their behalf were severely disabled. In
general, the more money spent on an individual the more likely he
or she was severely disabled. An exception to this rule, however,
is seen for those persons rehabilitated who were served without a
case service cost to the State agency, 72.0 percent of whom were
severely disabled.

Persons with severe disabilities were much more likely than
persons with non-severe disabilities to have received job-related
types of services. For example, 11.3 percent of them compared to
7.5 percent of persons with non-severe disabilities received on-
the-job training. Another 25.8 percent of persons with severe
disabilities and only 13.0 percent of persons with non-severe
disabilities received personal and vocational adjustment training.
These disparities may reflect the influence of supported employment
as a goal ior persons with very severe disabilities.

Persons with severe disabilities, on the other ham', were a
little less likely to have received school-related types of
training than were persons who were not severely disabled. For
example, 13.5 percent of persons with severe disabilities compared
to 14.4 percent of the non-severe cohort were enrolled in business
or vocational trade schools as part of their rehabilitation
regimen. Relatively fewer persons with severe disabilities were
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sent to colleges and universities (10.9 percent vs. 12.5 percent
of persons with non-severe disabilities).

Overall, persons with severe disabilities were much more
likely than those without severe impairments to have received some
kind of training, whether job-related or school-related--57.3
percent compared to only 45.9 percent of persons with non-severe
disabilities. Another important rehabilitation service--job
placement--was also provided to a higher proportion of persons with
severe disabilities, 38.3 percent compared to 32.6 percent of
persons with non-severe disabilities. The remaining rehabilitation
services were provided to roughly equal proportions of both groups
(with a slight edge to persons with severe disabilities) such as
restoratioq (40 percent), transportation (34 percent), and
maintenance (22 percent).

A larger proportion of persons with severe disabilities
received one or more of their services in a rehabilitation center
or facility, 32.8 percent compared to only 20.4 percent of persons
with non-severe disabilities. Over three-quarters of all persons
rehabilitated in FY 1988 receiving services in a rehabilitation
facility were severely disabled. For those individuals who had
been served in both publicly and privately operated facilities,
82.8 percent were severely disabled.

On the average, persons with severe disabilities spent 23.1
months in the rehabilitation process before being rehabilitated
while persons with non-severe disabilities averaged 21.7 months.
This difference was affected by the relatively fewer persons with
severe disabilities being rehabilitated in nine months or less,
24.7 percent compared to 31.8 percent of persons without severe
impairments.

VI. Rehabilitation Outcomes

The work status and earnings situation at closure for persons
with severe disabilities lagged behind that for persons with non-
severe disabilities especially with respect to (a) whether they had
earned income at closure and, (b) if working, whether they were
employed in the competitive labor market. It should be noted,
however, that the gaps between workers within the two groups were
not overly large. The typical worker with a severe disability, for
example, earned about 12 percent less than hls or her counterpart
with a non-severe disability, worked 5 percent fewer hours and had
an hourly wage rate about 9 percent less.

A large difference in the work status at rehabilitation
closure was observed between persons with severe and persons with .

non-severe disabilities. Placed into the competitive labor market
were 76.9 percent of persons with severe disabilities and 91.6
percent of their non-severe coumerparts. Homemaking was the
rehabilitation choice for 11.9 percent of persons with severe
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disabilities and 4.5 percent of persons with non-severe
disabilities. In addition, 8.6 percent of persons with severe
disabilities and only 1.3 percent of the non-severe group were
placed into sheltered workshops. Considerable variation was noted
in the proportion of rehabilitated persons who were severely
disabled, by work status at closure, with a low of 64.8 percent
among the competitively employed and a high of 93.4 percent among
sheltered workshop workers.

Smaller proportions of persons with severe disabilities were
placed into standard occupational groupings because more of them
were rehabilitated into homemaking, sheltered workshop work and
unpaid family work, activities frequently not classifiable into
regular occupations. For example, 12.4 percent of persons with
severe disabilities and 15.1 percent of persons with non-severe
disabilities were placed into professional, technical, and
managerial positions. Industrial occupations accounted for the
largest proportions of persons with severe and non-severe
disabilities, 25.9 percent and 31.9 percent, respectively. More
than 20 percent of both groups were placed into service occupations
(22.5 percent of persons with severe disabilities and 23.9 percent
of persons with non-severe disabilities).

As reflected in the work status at closure, more persons with
severe disabilities had no earning in the week before
rehabilitation closure--11.5 percent vs. 4.7 percent of persons
with non-severe disabilities. This helped to depress the mean
weekly earnings for clients with severe disabilities, including
those with no earnings, which came to $166.10 compared to $203.80
for the non-severe cohort. This difference narrowcd somewhat when
mean earnings were calculated only for clients who had earnings.
For wage-earners only, persons with severe disabilities averaged
$187.60 and persons with non-severe disabilities, $213.80. The
remaining difference in the two means is primarily a function of
the more than six times greater likelihood of persons with severe
disabilities being placed into the g-aerally low-paying jobs in
sheltered workshops.

The large majority of clients in both groups were working full
time at rehabilitation closure (35 hours per week or more). With
more persons with severe disabilities rehabilitated into non-
remunerative activities, their mean hours of work in the week
before closure were understandably less than for persons with non-
severe disabilities, 32.2 hours vs. 36.1 hours, respectively. Even
when the non-wage earners were removed from the calculations,
however, persons with severe disabilities averaged fewer hours of
work, 35.8 hours per week compared to 37.6 hours for persons with
non-severe disabilities. Generally, the fewer hours of work an
individual could perform, the more likely he or she was to be
severely disabled.
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The lower wage-earning capacity of persons with severe
disabilities is seen not only in their smaller average weekly
earnings, but also in their lower hourly wage rates. As a group,
they averaged $4.70 per hour compared to $5.50 per hour for the
non-severely impaired. Excluding the zero wage-earners brings the
means closer, but the persons with severe disabilities group still
lagged behind at $5.20 per hour vs. $5.70 for the non-severe group.
Examining the rehabilitated wage-erners only, 18.2 percent of
persons with severe disabilities and only 10.4 percent of persons
with non-severe disabilities were earning below the minimum wage
rate of $3.35 per hour. The much more 13kely placement of persons
with severe disabilities into sheltered workshops would explain
t-is variation to some degree.

VII. Overview of Ioprovement in Economic Functioning:

A. All Work Statuses at Closure

Improvements in a client's economic status is the most highly
valued outcome in the VR Services program. Data in the Case
Service Report system (RSA-911) permit these gains to be measured
in several ways. The measurements used here relate to changes in
a client's (a) work status, (b) earnings, (c) hours of work, (d)

full-time work status, (e) minimum wage rate status, and (f) hourly
wage rate from entrance into the rehabilitation program to
departure from the program as a rehabilitated person. For each of
these six paired measurements considerable gains were noted, both
for persons with severe and persons with non-severe disabilities
who were rehabilitated in FY 1988. As expected, however,
application-to-closure gains for persons with severe disabilities
were not as large as those for persons with non-severe disabilities
because many more of the persons with severe disabilities were
rehabilitated as non-wage-earning homemakers or low-wage-earning
sheltered workshop workers. The figures presented in this section
retain the effect of the homemakers and sheltered workshop workers
to provide the broadest comparison of outcomes and gains for
persons with severe and persons with non-severe disabilities. In
the next section, however, comparisons will be limited to members
of both groups who were rehabilitated into the competitive labor
market to see whether and to what extent differences between the
two groups persist.

The large majority both of persons with severe and persons
with non-severe disabilities were not employed at the time of
application for services with only 14.2 percent of persons with
severe disabilities and 22.5 percent of non-severely disabled
working in the competitive labor market. By rehabilitation
closure, however, 76.9 percent of persons with severe disabilities
and 91.6 percent of the non-severe group were competitively
employed. This constituted a gain of 63 percentage points for
persons with severe disabilities group and 69 percentage points for
the non-severe group.
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Similarly, persons with severe disabilities averaged $28.80
in earnings in the week before application and persons with non-
severe disabilities averaged $40.80, while in the week before
rehabilitation closure the two groups averaged $166.10 and $23.80,
respectively. The average gain, then, for persons with severe
disabilities was $137.30 per week and for persons with non-severe
disabilities, $163.00 per week.

As a group, persons with severe disabilities averaged 4.9
hours of work in the week before application and persons with :Ion-
severe disabilities averaged 6.8 hours. At the time of
rehabilitation closure, the two groups were averaging 32.2 hours
and 36.1 hours, respectively, or a gain of 27.3 hours for persons
with severe disabilities and 29.3 hours for persons with non-
severe disabilities.

The proportion of both severely and non-severely disabled
persons who could work full time following a successful regimen of
rehabilitation services increased markedly from application to
closure. At application, only 8.7 percent of persons with severe
disabilities and 12.3 percent of persons with non-severe
disabilities were working full-time. At closure, however, 65.6
percent and 79.8 percent of the two groups, respectively, were
full-time workers. For persons with severe disabilities, then,
there was a 57 percentage point increase in full-time workers
compared to an increase of 68 percentage points for persons with
non-severe disabilities.

Taken altogether, only 10.8 percent of persons with severe
disabilities were earning at or above the minimum wage rate of
$3.35 an hour at application compared to 15.8 percent of persons
with non-severe disabilities. By the time of rehabilitation
closure, 73.0 percent of persons with severe disabilities and 85.5
percent of persons with non-severe disabilities were earning at or
above the minimum wage rate, a gain of about 62 and 70 percentage
points for the two groups, respectively.

Finally, as a group, persons with severe disabilities were
earning only $0.80 per hour at application (including the
overwhelming majority who were not working at all) compared to
$1.10 per hour for persons with non-severe disabilities. By
rehabilitation closure, the cohort of persons with severe
disabilities was averaging $4.70 per hour and those not severely
disabled, $5.50. The application-to-closure gain in this
measurement for persons with severe disabilities was $3.90 an hour
compared to $4.40 an hour for the non-severe group.

(The economic gains for all rehabilitated persons, by severity of
disability are summarized in Table A.)
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VII. Overview of Improvement in Economic Functioning:

B. Persons Rehabilitated into the Competitive Labor Market

An examination of the outcomes and improvement in economic
status of persons with severe and non-severe disabilities
rehabilitated into the competitive labor market shows little
difference between the two groups. Both groups of rehabilitated
clients demonstrated gains from the time of application for
services to closure into the competitive labor market. These
findings were necessarily obscured by the comparison of all
rehabilitated persons with severe and non-severe disabilities which
was presented in the previous section.

Relatively few of the persons with severe and non-severe
disabilities rehabilitated into the competitively labor market were
so employed at application for rehabilitation services. This was
true for only 17.4 percent of persons with severe disabilities and
23.9 percent of persons with non-seNere disabilities.

The persons with severe disabilities group was averaging
$34.80 per week in earnings at application compared to $43.10 for
the non-severely disabled group. At closure, both groups exceeded
$200 per week in earnings--$204.30 for persons with severe
disabilities and $216.90 for the less severe group. The typical
gain from application to closure for a person with severe
disabilities, therefore, was about $170 and for a person with non-
severe disabilities, $174.

The persons with severe disabilities group averaged only 5.6
hours of work per week at application compared to 7.1 hours for
persons with non-severe disabilities. By rehabilitation closure,
the two groups of competitively employed individuals averaged 36.6
hours and 37.8 hours of work, respectively. For both groups, the
average improvement in weekly hours of work was 31 hours.

Full-time workers at application accounted for only 10.1
percent and 13.1 percent of persons with severe and non-severe
disabilities, respectively, while at closure they accounted for
78.8 percent of persons with severe disabilities and 84.7 percent
of persons with non-severe disabilities. This meant a 69
percentage point gain for the severely impaired group and a 72
percentage point gain for the less severe group.

Very large gains were registered for both groups in the
proportion of clients whose earnings were at or above the minimum
wage rate of $3.35 per hour. At application, only 13.0 percent of
persons with severe disabilities and 16.8 percent of persons with
non-severe disabilities had earnings at the minimum wage rate
level. At closure, however, 89.9 percent of the severe group and
91.3 percent of the non-severe group had reached or bettered the
minimum wage rate. For persons with severe disabilities, this was
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a gain of 77 percentage points compared to a gain of 74 percentage
points for persons with non-severe disabilities.

The group of persons with sevez9 disabilities rehabilitated
into competitive employment was earning only $0.90 per hour at
application (most persons were unemployed), while persons with non-
severe disabilities averaged $1.10 per hour. By rehabilitation
closure, the two groups were averaging $5.60 and $5.80 per hour,
respectively, or a gain of $4.70 for both persons with severe and
non-severe disabilities.

(The economic gains for persons rehabilitated into competitive
employment are summarized in Table B.)

VII. Overview of Improvement in Economic Functioning:

C. Persons Rehabilitated into Sheltered Workshops

The impressive gains in economic functioning that occurred for
individuals rehabilitated into the competitive labor market,
regardless of the level of severity, were not realized to the same
degree by persons for whom sheltered workshop work was deemed
appropriate. This is not surprising since (a) 93.4 percent of all
sheltered workshop workers rehabilitated in FY 1988 were severely
disabled (compared to 64.8 percent among persons rehabilitated into
competitive employment) and (b) their disabling conditions were
dramatically different from those of the competitively employed.
Because of the heavy preponderance of persons with severe
disabilities among sheltered workshop workers, the severe/non-
severe comparison was not deemed to be overly useful. Therefore,
the figures provided below are for all sheltered workshop workers,
regardless of the severity of disability, showing their relatively
modest, albeit real, gains in economic functioning.

By way of background, a large proportion of all persons
rehabilitated as sheltered workshop employees were moderately or
severely mentally retarded, 35.0 percent, and another 12.0 percent
were diagnosed as being psychotic. The comparable percentages for
individuals placed into the competitive labor market were only 4.1
percent and 4.7 percent, respectively. Including the less severe
forms of mental retardation and mental illness, these two
disability groups accounted for 73.6 percent of the sheltered
workshop workers and only 29.1 percent of the competitively
employed.

Since only 13.6 percent of persons rehabilitated as sheltered
workshop workers had any earnings when they applied for services,
the mean weekly earnings at application for this group, including
the non-earners, was only $6.10. The same group averaged $48.70
in the week before rehabilitation closure.
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Given the low rate of employment at application, the group
average of only 3.0 hours of work per week is not surprising. By
rehabilitation closure, these persons with very severe disabilities
were averaging 29.3 hours of work per week. Full-time workers at
application accounted for only 2.8 percent of the total, but grew
to 29.8 percent at closure.

Only 0.2 percent of the entil.e cohort of sheltered workshop
workers was earning at or above the minimum wage rate at
application. About one in ten of these individuals (10.5 percent)
attained the minimum wage rate at closure. Finally, the hourly
wage rate for the whole group increased from $0.20 per hour at
application to $1.80 per hour at closure.

VIII. Summary and Conclusions

Persons with severe disabilities have more obstacles to
overcome than do persons with non-severe disabilities upon entering
a rehabilitation program. Thesu obstacles are: (a) thP generally
more limiting nature of their major disabling condition. (b)
greater likelihood of having a secondary disability; (c) the need
for services that are both more numerous and costly; (d) a greater
dependence on public sources of support; and (e) a less rccent
employment experience. These factors tend to reduce the chances
for a successful closure into a wage-earning position and into the
competitive labor market. Less favorable gains in economic
functioning from application for services to rehabilitation closure
were noted for persons with severe disabilities than for those not
severely disabled because of the presence of higher proportions of
non-wage-earning homemakers and unpaid family workers and low-
wage-earning sheltered workshop workers among the severe group.
These application-to-closure gains show nonetheless, for persons
with severe disabilities, marked improvements in earnings, hours
of work, working full-time, earnings at or above the minimum wage
rate and hourly wage rates occurred.

when placement into the competitive labor market was possible,
differences between persons with severe and non-severe disabilities
in gains in economic functioning narrowed considerably. While
severely disabled individuals so placed earned a little less and
worked slightly fewer hours than their non-severely disabled
counterparts at rehabilitation closure, their improvement in
economic functioning was essentially on a par with that of the less
severe group.

Contact person: Lewis Davis, Phone: 732-1415
For Program Data call Larry Mars, Phone: 732-1404

59



Table A. Gains in economic functioning from application to
closure for severely and non-severely disabled persons
rehabilitated in Fiscal Year 1988

Employment Severely Not severely
measurement disabled disabled

Total 149,719 68,637

Competitively employed
At application 14.2% 22.5%
At closure 76.9% 91.6%
Gain W277I W5711

Mean weekly earnings
At application $28.80 $40.80
At closure $166.60 $203.$0
Gain $137.30 $163.00

Mean weekly hours
At application 4.9 6.8
At closure 32.2 36.1
Gain 27.3 29.3

Working full time 1/
At application 8.7% 12.3%
At closure 65.6% 79.8%
uain 5I Pita

Hourly wage rate
At application $0.80 81.10
At closure $4.70 85.50
Gain t-NTOT $4.40

Earning minimum
wage 2/

At application 10.8% 15.8%
At closure 73.0% 85.8%
Gain -077I

1/ 35 or more hc-irs per week.

2/ $3.35 or more per hour.

Note: All means and percents in this table include the effects
of non-wagerearners, i.e., the homemakers and unpaid family
workers at application and closure and the unemployed at applica-
tion.



Table B. Gains in economic functioning from applicatAon to
closure for severely and non-severely disabled persons
rehabilitated into competitive employment in Fiscal
Year 1988

Employment
measurement

Severely
disabled

Not severely
disabled

Total

Competitively employed

112,817

17.4%
100.04
-YET(

61,216

23.94
100.04

At application
At closure
Gain

Mean weekly earnings

76.14

At application $34.80 $43.10
At closure $204.30 $216.90
Gain $169.50 $173.80

Mean weekly hours
At application 5.6 7.1
At closure 36.6 37.8
Gain 31.0 30.7

Working full time 1/
At application 10.1% 13.14
At closure 78.84 84.74
Gain -613-71T 71.64

Hourly wage rate
At application $0.90 $1.10
At closure $5.60 $5.80
Gain $4.70 N77-6

Earning minimum
WL_1R 2/

At application 13.04 16.84
At olosure 89.9% 91.31
Gain 76.9% -1473T

1/ 35 or more hours per week.

2/ $3.35 or more per hour.

NOTE: All.peans and percents in this table at application
include the effects oi non-wage-earners, i.e., the homemakers,
unpaid family workers and the unemployed.
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Rehabilitative Servi-es Administration
Office of Program Operations

Section 112
Client Astdstance Program (CAP)
Federal Funds $7,775,000

This formula grant program advises clients and potential
client applicants of all available services under the Act.
States are required to have a CAP as a condition for receiving VR
Services program funding.

Grants are made to the States for CAP to be administered by
agencies designated by the Governors. Such agencies must be
independent of any agency that provides services under the Act
unless ar agency had, prior to the 1984 amendments, served as a
client assistance agency under Section 112 and received Federal
financial assistance under the Act. In FY 1989, 58 States and
territories conducted CAPs, with 38 States and territories
operating their programs in agencies independent of any agency that
provides rehabilitation services under the Act. In 1989, grants
totaling $7,775,000 were awarded to the 50 States, the District of
Columbia and the 7 territories. The minimum allotment, in
accordance with the Act, is $75,000 to a State and $451000 to a
territory.

Statistical Summary of Client Assistance Program (CAP)
FYs 1985 - 1989

The following is a stati:Aical summary of program activities
in the 56 agencies designated to administer CAP. The data shown
in Appendix F were transmitted to RSA from CAP agencies via Form
ED-RSA-227, the Annual CAP Report.

CAP agencies have informed and assisted more than 200,000
disabled individuals in the five-year period from FY 1985 through
FY 1989. The total number of persons served (cases and non-cases)
durir4 FY 1989 totalled 50,600. This represented the first
decrease in total individuals served since CAP became a formula
grant program in FY 1985. Concurrent declines were also nottid in
tile number of routine informational inquiries handled (down by 8.5
percent from the prior year. See Table 1 in Appendix F.) and in
the number of cases handled, which dropped for the second year in
a row to 12,046. The caseload item experiencing an increarle
during FY 1989 was the number of cases on hand at the end of the
fiscal year. The 3,080 cases pending on September 30, 1989, were
6.6 percent more than the number pending on the same day one year
earlier.
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The percent distribution for cases handled during FY 1989 was
similar to that in previous years. Roughly three-fourths of the
cases available come to CAP agencies during the current fiscal year
cycle (new cases). There was a decline in the percentage of cases
closed during FY 1989 from the previous fiscal year. The 8,966
cases closed in FY 1989 accounted for 74.4 percent of the total
available. In FY 1988, 77.2 percent of the 12,683 cases handled
were closed during the year (a difference of 2.8 percentage
points). This decrease in cases closed as a percent of total cases
handled is attributed to the increase in the number of cases on
hand at the end of the fiscal year which was up by 6.6 percent from
the prior fiscal year.

Applicants and clients of the VR Services program accounted
for the majority (95.8 percent) of "cases" served during FY 1989.
Client applicants and client' of independent living programs
(discretionary or formula grant) represented 2 percent of total
"cases" handled and applicants/clients of the remaining discretion-
ary grants programs and non-VR facilities each accounted for 1
percent of the total.

Since the- majority of the individuals classified as h7ases"
in the current fiscal year were applicants for and clients of VR,
it follows that the State VR agency would be the primary source of
concern. The State VR agency was the sole source of concern for
82.6 percent of the cases handled. Other Rehabilitation Act
programs, projects ard facilities were the sole subject of concern
for 5.2 percent and 12.2 percent had problems with a combination
of the State VR agency and another Rehabilitation Act programs.

Problems related to the quantity, quality, and expediency of
rehabilitation services was the most prevalent problem area
accounting for 46.9 percent of total concerns. Concerns about
eligibility determination, application, and reapplication for
services or other issues pertaining to the Individualized Written
Rehabilitation Program (IWRP) were reported by 23.4 percent of CAP
cases. One out of every five CAP cases reported client-staff
conflict as the problem area.

The most frequently reported physical or mental conditions
responsible for the functional limitations of the individuals whose
cases were handled during FY 1989 witre orthopedic impairments (26.5
percent) mental illness (16.0 perc(.nt) and visual impairments (11.2
percent).

Advisory/interpretation services were received by more CAP
clients than any other type of service. These services, which
include advising persons of the benefits available under the Act
and their rights and responsibilities in connection with those
benefits, were provided to 63.1 percent of the cases. Information
and referral services were received by 58.7 percent and mediation
services were provided to 43.6 percent. Services requiring formal
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legal action are to be provided only when all other courses of
action have been exhausted. Therefore, only 1.6 percen'z of the CAP
cases handled during FY 1989 received services reguirincl formal
legal action. Administrative and transportation services were
provided to 7.7 percent and 1.1 percent, respectively.

Contact person: Barbara Sweeney, Phone: 732-1403
For Program data contact: Patricia Nash, Phone: 732-1412
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Rehabilitation Services Administration

Office of Developmental Programs

Section 130
American Indians with Handicaps Vocational Rehabilitation

Service Projects
Federal Funds $3,625,000

The purpose of this program is to support projects that
provide vocational rehabilitation services to American Indians with
disabilities who live on Federal or State reservations.

Projects funded under this program are required to provide a
broad scope of vocational rehabilitation services in a manner and

at a level of quality at least comparable to those services
provided by State VR agencies.

Activities and Accomplishments

In FY 1989, eight new and six continuation projects were
funded.

A conference on American Indians with Disabilities was
conducted by the Northern Arizona University Research and Training
Center in Denver, Colorado, in September 1989. This conference
addressed such issues as: the cultural factors in delivery of
service to American Indians with Disabilities; the enhancement of
VR and tribal relationships to assure improvement of service
delivery; and the improvement of data collection on American
Indians with disabilities.

The keynote and spirit of the conference were centered on
coalition building with an emphasis on all tribal groups working
cooperatively to form a true constituency dedicated to providing
rehabilitation services to all American Indians with disabilities.

At this conference, the newly formed American Indian
Vocational Rehabilitation Directors Association met for the first
time. The purpose of the Association is to assure the provision
of quality vocational rehabilitation services that address the
unique vocational rehabilitation needs of American Indians with
disabilities.

Contact: Edward Hofler
(202) 732-1332
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The National Institute on Disability and RehabiLltation Research

Section 200 - 204
The National Institute on Disability and Rehabilitation Research
Federal Funds $53,525,000

The National Institute on Disability and Rehabilitation
Research (NIDRR) provides leadership and support for a national and

international program of rehabilitation research and the

utilization of the information acquired through this program. In

addition, the Director of the Institute serves as Chairman of the
Interagency Committee on Disability Research (ICDR), which is

charged with coordinating rehabilitation research efforts

throughout the Federal Government. NIDRR also administers the
Spinal Cord Injury program and the Technology Assistance program
which are funded from sources other than Chapter II of the Act.

In FY 1989, the NIDRR program budget was $53,525,000. These

funds supported:

39 Rehabilitation Research and Training Centers
($21,900,000);

16 Rehabilitation Engineering Centers ($9,600,000);

75 Field-Initiated Research Projects ($6,995,000);

41 Research and Demonstration Programs ($6,100,000);

20 Research Utilization and Dissemination
Projects ($4,200,000);

11 :-.esearch Training grants ($1,515,000);

41 Innovation Grants ($2,000,000);

9 Mary E. Switzer Fellodships ($290,000);

13 Spinal Cord Injury Centers ($5,000,000);

9 Technology Assistance Grants ($4,650,000);

17 Small Business Innovative Research grants
($600,000) ; and

miscellaneous expenditures ($325,000).
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Rehabilitation Research and Training Centers
Federal Funds $21,900,000

Each of the 39 Rehabilitation Research and Training Centers
(RRTCs) focuses on a particular aspect of the medical,
psychosocial, or vocational rehabilitation of persons with
disabilities. For some centers, this means concentrating on a
specific disabling condition, such as traumatic brain injury,
deafness, low vision, spinal cord injury, arthritis, long-term
mental illness, or neuromuscular disorders. Others study
activities and services that affect the lives of disabled people.
These include independent living, housing, service delivery,
rehabilitation strategies, and information systems. Knowledge
contributed by the RRTCs has influenced the fields of
rehabilitation medicine, vocational counseling, social work and,
to some extent, architecture.

HIGHLIGHTS

Accessible Housing

A new RRTC on accessible housing at North Carolina State
University, Raleigh, is likely to have an effect on architecture.
Plans include using a network of persons with disabilities to
identify disabi1ity-s^3cific needs, the development of prototypical
design solutions to important accessibility problems, and an
education program to provide information to the next generation of
accessibility professionals and constituents.

Neural Recovery

An RRTC at Thomas Jefferson University in Philadelphia, funded
in 1988, focuses on neural recovery and enhanced function of people
with spinal cord injury. Natural recovery and innovative therapies
are among the subjects of the research. In January 1990, this
center hosted a national symposium to disseminate important recent
findings on natural functional r,covery following spinal cord
damage.

Growth of Supported Employment

During FY 1989, Virginia Commonwealth University- Richmond
completed a survey and analysis of supported employment in 27
states and reported remarkable growth in the number of employment
opportunities for persons with severe disabilities. The study
revealed that, since FY 1986, expenditures for these programs in
the 27 states have grown more than four fold, now totaling nearly
$80,000,000. Continuing issues documented by the survey include
a mushrooming demand for professionals to work in supported
employment, limitations on long-term support, the need for changes
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in Federal regulations, and problems in service coordination and

linkages.

Rehabilitation Engineering Centers
Federal Funds $9,600,000

NIDRR funded 16 Rehabilitation Engineering Centers (RECs) in

FY 1989. These centers seek solutions to disability-related
problems through the application of technological advances. Areas
of interest include sensory loss, mobility impairment, chronic
pain, communication difficulties, and the evaluation and adaptation
of assistive devices. An example:

o The University of Vermont, Center ef Low Back Pain, is

assisting in the design and development of a chair that
relieves back problems. Steelcase, Inc., a Grand Rapids,
Michigan, manufacturer of office furniture, is using data
from the Center to create the "Sensor." This chair will
provide vital lumbar support while it adjusts to differing
body types and weights and moves with the body to maintain
blood flow and circulation.

Field-Initiated Research
Federal Funds $6,995,000

This program category allows NIDRR to fund activities that
blend well with its overall research mandate but which fall outside
the usual range of priorities. Institutions of higher education,
non-profit organizations, and profit-making businesses are eligible
to apply for this type of grant.

SOME HIGHLIGHTS

Relief of symptoms of Peripheral vascular disease

Among the 74 Field-Initiated Research projects funded by NIDRR
in FY 1989 were studies at the University of Colorado Health
Sciences Center in Denver, which are aimed at developing methods
of relieving the symptoms of peripheral vascular disease and the
disability associated with it. Earlier research has shown that
treadmill walking can be a successful therapy. The Denver project
will compare that aerobic approach with two others: one that
strengthens leg muscles and one that combines both types of
exercise. Patient progress will be continually monitored and
evaluated. The goal of this research is an optional program of
rehabilitation that can benefit aging patients disabled by
peripheral vascular disease.
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Children and Families

The University of Oregon will conduct a three-year search for
ways to improve interaction between families with mentally retarded
children and the professionals they work with. The University of
Michigan has a three-year grant to study the growth and development
of very low birthweight infants (2 and 3/4 pounds or less). This
expansion of a previous NIDRR grant will allow the investigators
to follow the babies for a total of six years.

Corporate Policies in Disability Management

The Washington Business Group on Health completed a three-
year study of "Corporate Policies in Disability Management" with
the publication of the 85-page "Disability Management Sourcebook."
The book introduces the concept of minimizing the impact and cost
of disability to both employers and employees by establishing
corporate policies and practices that encourage job retention and
the return to work of employees with disabilities. The study
documents proven strategies used by such industrial giants as
Aluminum Company of America, American Airlines, T&T. Bank of
America, Chrysler Corporation, Polaroid Corporation, and
Weyerhaeuser.

Research and Demonstration Programs
Federal Funds $6,100,000

To augment the work of the RRTCs and RECs, NIDRR funds
Research and Demonstration programs that focus on specific problems
encountered by disabled individuals and the rehabilitation and
other professionals who serve them. NIDRR supported 41 such
programs in FY 1989.

HIGHLIGHTS

Traumatic Brain Iniury

Five demonstration projects funded by NIDRR as a special
initiative of the Assistant Secretary for OSERS, concentrate on
traumatic brain injury. As part of their continuing research into
treatment techniques and methods, these model care projects have
developed a standardized, nationally applicable dataset for the
collection of clinical and scientific information. It is expected
that this dataset will influence both the quality and
comprehensiveness of care as it is implemented in hospitals and
rehabilitation centers across the United States.

Rural Job Development and Placement

Rural job development and the placement of farmers and other
agricultural workers with physical disabilities are the subject of
research at Purdue University. This project will analyze:
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employment opportunities; assess experience; identify technological
needs; document successful rehabilitation strategies; and provide
information and technical assistance to rehabilitation agencies,
educetors, non-profit agricultural, and disability organizations.
Organizations cooperating in this project include the Cooperative
Extension Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, rural
public libraries, and rehabilitation agencies.

Mary E. Switzer Fellowships
Federal Funds $290,000

The purpose of this program is to build research capacity by

providing two levels of Fellowship awards. In FY 1989,
Distinguished Fellowships were given to five persons of doctorate
or comparable academic status who have had seven or more ysars
experience relevant to rehabilitation research. Five other
individuals, in earlier stages of their research careers, received
Merit Fellowships.

Some of the awarded projects included research related to:

policy analysis and family perspective in the adoption of children
with disabilities; natural disability rights policy analysis;
productivity and spinal cord injury; levels of acculturation among
disabled Mexican-Americans; and return to work of employees with
cancer.

Research Utilization and Dissemination Projects
Federal Funds $4,200,000

NIDRR's mission includes not only research but '.the effective
use of that research. Through 20 Research Utilization and
Dissemination grants in FY 1989, the agency is placing the products
of other programs in the hands of rehabilitation professionals,
educators, technology developers, and disabled individuals.

ACTIVITIES

Regional Information Exchanges

Competitions were held for new Regional Information Exchanges
(RIEs). Two were funded for the first time in FY 1989, for a total
of five, in Regions I, II, IV, VI and IX. These Exchangas make
possible the rapid replication of outstanding programs in

particular areas of rehabilitation. The RIEs examine and validate
the quality of these models, declare them "exemplary" and then,
through well-planned technical assistance, promote their adoption
or adaptation by others throughout the region. They also build
information networks with newsletters, regional conferences, and
the development and distribution of technical assistance
guidelines.
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National Rehabilitation Information Center

The contract to operate the National Rehabilitation
Information Center (NARIC) was continued with Macro Systems, Inc.,
of Silver Spring, Maryland. NARIC's library now contains more than
25,000 volumes of archival material and rehabilitation literature.
A quarterly 20-page newsletter was circulated to approximately
17,000 people. During FY 1989, NARIC responded to more than 8,500
inquiries by telephone, letter, or visit. NARIC is now fully
capable of providing responses on documLnts in braille or large
print.

Information on Available Products

ABLEDATA, now in the second half of a two-year contract, was
continued under the Adaptive Equipment Center of the Newington
Children's Hospital, Newington, Connecticut. The database contains
!nformation on more than 17,000 commercially available products,
from 2,200 manufacturers that assist disabled people to live and
work more independently. As a result of a cooperative agreement
with the Trace Center of the University of Wisconsin-Madison,
copies of the entire ABLEDATA database are available for
installation in MacIntosh personal computers. An IBM edition is
being developed.

Information on Independent Living

Independent Living Centers and related service providers will
be sharing information through a new networking project. Using
SERIES, a national computer network on independent living that
features a toll-free telecommunications system, this project seeks
to improve the delivery of servicgs to persons with disabilities
by facilitating the role of network participants as 4nformation
brokers within their communities.

Disability Statistics

Under the Disability Statistics Program, one contract was
completed and one awarded. The "Chartbook on Disability in the
United Stated" was published in June 1989. The Chartbook is an
easy-to-use reference on national disability statistics. Berkeley
Planning Associates of Oakland, California, was awarded a contract
titled "Research and Report Development Contract on Health
Insurance Issues Affecting Individuals with Disabilities."

Research Training and Career Development Grants
Federal Funds $1,515,000

Five new awards under this program were made during FY 1989,and six were continued for a total of eleven awards. These grants
are designed to acquaint professionals in rehabilitation-related

75

s



disciplines with research methods and statistical analysis.
Psychiatrists and other physicians, speech therapists,
rehabilitation engineers, physical therapists, neurophysiologists
and others receive training for periods of one to three years.

Innovation Grants
Federal Funds $2,100,000

Forty-one Innovation Grants were awarded during Fi 1989.
Innovation grants are for one year.

HIGHLIGHTS

Etudy_of Mentally Retarded Victims of Crime

A New Mexico University study of mentally retarded victims of
crime was funded in 1989. This project: 1) is conducting a
complete search and analysis of the literature on the subject; 2)
is conducting a complete search and analysis of Federal criminal
statutes, all State criminal codes, evidence codes, and laws on
criminal procedure, and all reported court decisions in which a
mentally retarded victim or victim/witness can be identified; 3)
is preparing a series of articles, or a single monograph, in order
to disseminate the research and recommendaticns to appropriate
audiences, including persons with mental retardation, their
families and friends, and professionals in mental retardation and
in the criminal justice system; and 4) is preparing recommendations
regarding the proper consideration of victims/witnesses with mental
retardation in the criminal justice system.

educate Print Media Representatives

Another grant targeted 15 of 30 key representatives of the
print media. Through one-on-one education, this project sought to
convince these influencers of public attitudes to disabilities, to
educate them and enable them to adopt a "rights perspective" on
disability issues and to write about those issues as natiorml news.

Training for Psychiatrists in the MentAl Health Needs of Traumatic-
Brain-Injrred Patients and their Families

The Medical College of Virginia has established a unique post-
residency Fellowship to train psychiatrists in the mental health
needs of traymatic brain injury patients and their families. This
program will become part of the existing services at the College.
MCV enjoys an international reputation for innovation in traumatic
brain injury research and rehabilitation based on the close
collaboration among its departments of psychiatry, rehabilitation
medicine, and neurosurgery.
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Materials to Enhance Health Care for Adults with Developmental
Disabilities

The Eunice Kennedy Shriver Center in Waltham, Massachusetts,
will develop materials to enhance health care for adults with
developmental disabilities. These adults often need the assistance
of a third party when dealing with health care providers.
Effective communication between patient and provider is, therefore,
dependent on the performance of the person in the supportive role.
The project will produce guidelines regarding the role of support
persons who assist patients to prepare for and participate in a
health care encounter and to follow through on treatment
recommendations. It will then work to make these guidelines a
routine part of health care assistance for adults with
developmental disabilities.

International Programs

Funds are being contributed by the Canadian Department of
Employment and Immigration to JAN (the Job Accommodation Network),
which is partial?y funded by NIDRR to provide information to
Canadian employers on barriers encountered by disabled employees.
The phones will be answered in the United States, but the
information JAN gives callers from Canada will relate to Canada.
JAN is gathering data on Canadian producers of assistive devices
and on-job accommodation experiences of Canadian employers, so that
callers from north of the bcrder will find companies and resources
close to home. The Canadian database will also be shared with
companies in the United States.

Using funds from NIDRR's Spinal Cord Centers program, a new
modular and adaptive dual channel electrical stimulation system,
suitable for the therapy and control of paralyzed gait outside a
clinical environment has been designed and developed at the J.
Stefan Institute and E. Kardelj University in Ljubljana,
Yugoslavia. The unit also contains a stride analyzer which
provides basic gait statistics over a greater number of strides
dul:ing walking, thereby giving important feedback to both patient
and therapist.

Technology Assistance
Federal Funls $5,100,000

NIDRR administered funds.for this program under Title I of
PL 100-407, the Technology Related Assistance for Individuals with
Disabilities Act (Technology Act) which was enacted August 19,
1988. Title I established a program of grants, with a minimum of
$500,000, to assist states in developing statewide, consumer-
responsive service delivery systems for technology-related
assistance. This assistance will cover all ages and all
disabilities. During 1989, NIDRR developed regulations for theState Grants program. Late in FY 1989, NIDRR awarded grants to
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nine States: Arkansas, Colorado, Illino2s. Kentucky, Maine,
Maryland, Minnesota, Nebraska, and Utah.

In addition, RESNA (the Rehabilitation Engineering Society of
North America) was give $500,000 for the first year of a three-
year contract to aid the States in developing their systems. This
technical assistance will take the form of a newsletter, a bulletin
board, confences, a network of consultants for on-site visits,
and the distribution of technical information.

Title II of the Technology Act was not funded in FY 1989.

Small Business Innovative Research Grants
Federal Funds $600,000

This program encourages research into and the development of
new products and ideas in rehabilitation through a uniform three-
phase process. NIDRR made 17 such grants in fiscal 1989.

HIGHLIGHT

Improved Assistive Listening Device

With the support of a Phase II grant, Oval Window Audio of
Yarmouth, Maine, has patented an improved three-dimensional,
induction-based loop assistive listening device for use in
educational, occupational, or recreationP.1 settings. This system
tkes the signal directly from the speaker's microphone or other
audio source and transmits it by means of electromagnetic waves to
the listener's hearing aid or induction receiver.

This loop is a significant improvement over previous models
because it minimizes problems with uneven field uniformity and
crosstalk caused by listening systems in adjacent rooms. The
tnree-D systen is being field tested in classes for hearing
impaired strients and several service situations.

Interagency Agreements

The Interagency Committee on Disability Research (ICDR),
chaired by the Diretor of NIDRR, is a forum and resource for
Federal Agencies conducting or supporting rehabilitation research.
Nine Interagency Agreements, some new and some continuations, were
concluded by NIDRR during FY 1989.

HIGHLIGHTS

Use of Space Technology

Uhder two of these agreements, the nation's growing fund of
information on space technology will be brought to bear on the
needs of eisabled people.
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With the Strategic Dsfense Initiative Organization (SDIO) of
the Department of Defense, NIDRR will investigate the use of SDI
research on composite materials in the custom form-fitting of lcng
leg braces. The National Aeronautics and Space Administration's
experience in using microcomputers to desiga clothing for space
travel will be applied to the fitting and fabrication of orthopedic
shoes.

Production of Directory of Mental Retardation Resources and
Conference on issues around a person with mental retardation in the
criminal justice system

Another pair of agreements was signed with thc President's
Committee on Mental Retardation. One will produce the third
edition of ThsIrtaljtoo_tanec4entalRetard*
Resogr222, which will be distributed to 80 foreign countries and
agencies working with mental retardation and/or developmental
disabilities. The other agreement, which also includes components
of the Departments of Justice and Health and Human Services,
supported a national conference highlighting the issues that emerge
when a person with mental retardation is processed through the
criminal justice system.

Other Cooperative Efforts

Other areas of cooperative efforts include: fire safety,
early identif4cation of hearing-impaired children, alternative
approaches to the education of children with learning disabilities,
the effects of aging and decreasing vision on independent alobility,
and an effort to identify unmet needs through the collection of
information on assistive devices and architectural modifications
by persons with disabilities.

Contact person: For additional information about any particular
program administered by NIDRR, please coutact the Office of the
Director, William H. Graves, Phone: 202-732-5106
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Rehabilitation Services Administration

Office of Developmental Programs

REHABILITATION TRAINING

EV'ttion 304
Renabilitation Training
Federal Funds $29,600,000

The Rehabilitation Training Program is designed to: (1)

increase the supply of qualified personnel available for employment
in public and private agencies and institutions involved in the
vocational and independent living rehabilitation of individuals
with physical and mental disabilities, especially those individuals
with the most severe disabilities; and (2) maintain and upgrade
basic skills and knowledge of personnel employed as providers of
vocational, medical, social, or psychological rehabilitation
services. The Rehabilitation Training Program is authorized under
Section 304 of the Act, which permits grants and contracts to be
made to States and public or non-profit agencies and organizations,
including institutions of higher education, to pay part of the
costs of projects for training, scholarships/training awards, and
related activities. Grants may be made for long-term and short-
term training, in-service training of employees in State
rehabilitation agencies and public and private facilities,
rehabilitation continuing education programs, training of
interpreters for the deaf, and special training projects of an
experimental and innovative nature.

In FY 1989, funds were awarded to 339 profgcts as follows:

(In thousands)

Rehabilitation Long-Term Training $21,326
Rehabilitation Continuing Education Training 3,651
State Vocational Rehabilitation Unit

In-Service Training 3,254
Experimental and Innovative Training 1,319
Interpreter Training for t.,e Deaf 900

TOTAL $30,450

As authorized by Section 16(b) of the Act, $50,000 in
Rehabilitation Training Program funds was used for expenses related
to peer review of applications.

Grants awarded included:

o long-term training in rehabilitation engineering,
rehabilitation medicine, rehabilitation counselinc,
prosthetics and orthotics, rehabilitation facility
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administration, vocational evaluation and work adjustment,
physical therapy, occupational therapy, speech-language-
pathology and audiology, specialized training in supported
employment services, client assistance, rehabilitation of the
mentally ill, rehabilitation of the deaf and the blind,
rehabilitation administration, independent living, job
development/job placement, rehabilitation workshop and
facility personnel, and undergraduate education in the
rehabilitation services;

o continuing education programs to upgrade end maintain the
skills of rehabilitation personnel employed in both public
and private rehabilitation agencies;

o in-service training for the development of State vocational
rehabilitation unit personnel; and

o s.pecial training projects of an experimental and innovative
nature that are designed to train new types of rehabilitation
personnel or to demonstrate innovative training techniques.

Examples of Rehabilitation Long-Term Training Projects
supported include:

o Mississippi State University, Mississippi State - The project
focuses on a model for providing bi-regional, non-academic
training for management and professional personnel to enhance
their use of rehabilitation technology personnel serving
persons who are blind and visually impaired. Ten five-day
training sessions will provide instruction for 120
professionals employed in agencies serving persons who are
blind and visually impaired. The curriculum emphasizes
instruction designed to familiarize managers, supervisors and
purchasing agents with the importance of rehabilitation
engineering and technology services, and to improve the skill
levels of individuals (such as rehabilitation engineers,
technology specialists, or sensory aids specialists) in
agencies serving persons who are blind.

o Cornell Uni',ersity, Ithaca, New York - This project
offers a national management training program to improve
the planning, decisionmaking and implementation of
independent living services and to improve the knowledge and
skills of managers of Independent Living Centers, programs
and independent living networks. The project uses a
management simulation approach that is computer assisted,
allows control variables to be calculated, and critical
incidents tracked by the computer as the s!mulated events
evolve over the simulated time.
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Rehabilitation Continuing Education Programs

Rehabilitation Continuing Education Programs train newly
employed pe7sonnel in basic rehabilitation service delivery
knowledge PAd skills and assist experienced rehabilitation
personnel to upgrade their skills and master new developments and
technological advances in rehabilitation service delivery.
Rehabilitation Continuing Education programs provide training for
both rehabilitation agency and facilities staff. Training provided
under these programs focuses on meeting needs common to several
States in a geographic area. In fiscal year 1989, eleven grants
that emphasized training were awarded as follows:

o improved utilization of supported employment concepts and
procedures and specialized training in implementing supported
employment programs;

o specialized training in implementing competitive employment
programs for individuals with severe disabilities in non-
segregated environments;

o job development and job placement in competitive employment
for individuals with severe disabilities, including placement
of individuals who are deF, individuals who are blind (under
the Randolph-Sheppard Vencing Facility Program), and
individuals who are deaf-blind;

o training for rehabilitation counselors in the applicability
and implications of Section 504 as related to job placement;

o coordination of vocational rehabilitation, special education
and vocational education;

o coordinated service delivery to facilitate the transition of
youth with disabilities from school to employment;

o improved management in the areas of program planning and
monitoring, including case reviews and application of
standards in program evaluation;

o rehabilitation of individuals who are learning disabled,
individuals with long-term mental illness, and individuals
who are deaf-blind;

o improved use of rehabilitation technology and rehabilitation
engineering services; and

o technical assistance to rehabilitation facilities.
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State Vocational Rehabilitation Unit In-Service Trainina

Activities supported under the State Vocational Rehabilitation
Unit In-Service Training Program focus primarily on program areas
relevant to each unit's immediate operation, including training
to resolve deficiencies identified in audits and other reviews of
the State program.

Eighty-one in-service training projects were funded in
FY 2.989. To the extent consistent with the State unit's own
determination of training needs, those projects emphasized:

o improved use of supported employment concepts and procedures
and specialized training in the implementation of supported
employment programs;

o specialized training in implementation of competitive
employment programs for individuals with severe disabilities
in non-segregated environments;

o improved skills in job identification, job developo.ant, and
job placement for individuals with severe disabilities,
including placement of individuals who are deaf, individuals
who are blind (under the Randolph-Sheppard Vending Facility
program), and individuals who am deaf-blind;

o improved use of independent living (IL) programs through
establishing llnkages of Parts A and C IL programs with the
Part B IL Center program, and training for counselors to
enhance their use of IL as an available resource;

o implementing coorainative activities between State VR units
and State education agencies, including coordinative
activities to facilitate the transition of youth who are
disabled from school to employment;

o improved management in the areas of program planning,
monitoring, and evaluation;

o improved use of preliminary and thorough diagnostic
information in order to determine eligibility for services and
the nat,:re and scope of services to be provided, especially
for individuals with learning disabilities, individuals who
are deaf-blind, individuals with traumatic-brain-injury and
individuals with long term mental illness; an6

o improved use of rehabilitation technology, including
rehabilitation engineering services.
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Experimental and Innovative Trainin

The purpose of the Experimental and Innovative Training
Program is to develop new types of rehabilitation personnel and
demonstrate the effectiveness of these new types of personnel in
providing rehabilitation services to persons with severe handicaps.
This program also develops new and improved methods of training
rehabilitation personnel to achieve more effective delivery of
rehabilitation services by State and other rehabilitation agencies.

A FY 1989 priority was established under the Experimental and
Innovative Training Program to aduress the need for direct service
delivery personnel skilled in providing community-based supported
employment services. In addition, funds Ltere made available under
a "Non-Priority" category to enable the support of experimental and
innovative training projects that had significant notential to
facilitate more effective rehabilitation service delivery in areas
other than supported employment.

Examples of FY 1989 experimental and innova'cive projects
funded are:

o Seattle Universi y. Seattle. Washington - The Center for
Continuing Education in Rehabilitation (CCER) at Seattle
University is developing and implementing an innovative
sequence of training activities designed to provide both human
and material resources in the area of supported employment for
individuals with long-term mental illness and individuals
with traumatic brain inj--y. Participants in these activities
must have completed the CCER certificate program in supported
employment or have comparable training from other sources.

o Northeastern University. Boston. Massachusetts - The
institution, through its Master's Degree Rehabilitation
Counseling Education Program, offers a specialization in
industrial rehabilitation counseling. The project is designed
to establish closer linkages with business and industry;
introduce students to the needs of employers; and increase
their knowledge of the business and industry community and
effective methods of job development.

Contact: Delores Watkins
(202) 732-1400

86



Part B

Special Projects

8 7 2



SPECIAL PROJECTS AND DEMONSTRATIONS

Providing Services to Individuals with Severe Handicaps

Section 311(a) (1)
Special Projects and Demonstrations for Providing Vocational
Rehabilitation Services to Individuals with Severe Handicaps
Federal Funds $17,200,000

The purpose of the program is to provide financial assistance
to States and other public and private agencies and organizations
for expanding or otherwise improving vocational and other
rehabilitation services for individuals with severe disabilities,
irrespective of age or vocational potential. This is accomplished
through the support of projects, for up to 36 months, that will
demonstrate new procedures or desirable employment cr_comes. It
is expected that successful project results will be replicated, in
whole or in part, to resolve or alleviate rehabilitation problems
that are nationally significant or common to several States.

Under t:e Section 311(a) (1) authority, 63 continuation
projects were :unded at a cost of $14,444,260 and 23 new projects
were funded at a cost of $2,755,740 for FY 1989. Continuation
projects incl,deL' 13 spinal cord injury projects funded at a cost
of $5,000,000 the, re administered by the National Institute on
Disability and Rehalsilitation Research (NIDRR); and ten Statewide
Supported Employment v.:emonstration Projects funded at a cost of
$4,558,922 that were initiated under this authority prior to
Congressional establishment of the 311(d)(1) authority that
specifically authorizes the support of supported employment
demonstration projects. New FY 1989 applications were submitted
under this program in two priority categories: (1) Rehabilitation
Technology and (2) Innovative Strategies to Promote Vocational and
Independent Living Rehabilitation Outcomes for Individuals with
Severe Handicaps. Applications were also submitted under the
program in a "Non-Priority" category that permitted the support of
applications that were not responsive to one of the described
priorities. For FY 1989, seven applications were funded under the
Rehabilitation Technology category, ten under the Innovative
Strategies priority, and six under the "Non-Priority" category.

Highlights of Projects Funded in FY 1989

Rehabilitation Technology

o Seanide Education Associates, Inc., Weston, Massachusetts,
has designed a project to provide consumers, family
members, State rehabilitation staff and employers
through-at the State with information and training
regarding the identification awl use of generic products
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to increase the independence of individuals with severe
disabilities.

o The State University of New York Research Foundation,
Buffalo, New York, will develop and implement a model to
assess consumer satisfaction with the vocational
effectiveness of assistive devices used in the workplace by
individuals with severe disabilities.

Innovative Strategies

o Thresholds, Chicago, Illinois, is using the theater
community to provide meaningful and enriching vocational
opportunities for people with severe disabilities.

o Because of consumor demands for community-based
instruction, a pro_act at the Research Center for
Disabled Students, S.n Diego, California, is offering a cost-
effective rehabilitation program for adults with traumatic
brain injuries.

"Non-Priority"

o ThA National Association of Protection and Advocacy
Systems, Washington, D.C., will administer a program which
will fund three States to provide services to people with
severe disabilities who are not eligible for existing
Protection and Advocacy or Client Assistance Program services.

o The University of Oregon, Eugene, Oregon, will build an
outcome-oriented quality improvement program that is usable
in varied community settings in a way that encourages
continued innovation in supporting people with severe
disabilities in community jobs.

Contact: D. Ray Fuller, Jr.
(202) 732-1494 (Voice)
(202) 732-1349 (TDD)

SUPPORTED EMPLOYMENT DEMONSTRWION PROJECTS

Section 311(d)(1)(A)
Supported Employment Demonstration Projects
Federal Funds $9,051,838

The FY 1985 and 1986 discretionary grant awards established
supported employment (SE) demonstration projects of five years
duration, which are assisting 27 participating States to make
"system changes" from sheltered day and work activity programs to
competitive work in integrated settings via SE. SE is designated
by regulation to serve individuals with severe handicaps, who, due
to the severity of their handicaps, have been unable to succeed in
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competitive employment. The first ten grant awards, funded in 1985
from appropriations provided under the authority of Section
311(a) (1) of the Act, received their final year of funding in
FY 1989. The Administration on Developmental Disabilities of the
Department of Health and Human Services contributed $500,000 for
two years in support of this effort. The remaining 17 awards were
funded under the 1986 amendments to Section 311(d)(1)(A) of the
Act.

The mission of the SE 27 statewide demonstration grants is to:
(1) convert state dollars toward long-term funding of SE; (2)

promote community awareness of SE as a viable VR model; (3) provide
technical assistance to agencies that develop SE programs; (4)

encourage community advocacy to create SE options; and (5) develop
interagency SE agreements.

In 1988, RSA collaborated on the development of an instrument
for data collection with the Research and Training Center at
Virginia Commonwealth University. The Center surveyed the 27
systems change grants, and initial data indicate that the total
number of individuals in SE has risel dramatically from less than
10,000 in FY 1986 to almost 25,000 in FY 1988. Presently, the
majority of individuals (71.6 percent) participating in SE are
persons diagnosed as mentally retarded. Individuals with long-
term mental illnesses constitute 14.6 percent of the persons
reported. The remaining 15 parcent is comprised of persons with
cerebral palsy and hearing impairment (each with 0.6 percent),
traumatic brain injury and visual impairment (each with 0.6
percent), autism (0.4 percent), with "other" constituting 8.6
percent. The average hourly wage for participants in SE was $3.06.
More comprehensive data on this prog7am's impact are available in
the June 1, 1989 Annual Report to Congress on Supported Employment.

In FY 1989, 12 grants were awarded to community-based SE
programs throughout the country. These programs are providing
services leading to SE for individuals with severe disabilities
such as traumatic brain injury, blindness, chronic mental
illnesses, and mental retardation. These 12 programs are funded
for a three-year period.

Section 311(d)(1)(B)
Supported Employment Demonstration Projects
Federai Funds $468,162

In FY 1987, Two three-year grants were awarded, nationwide
in scope, in order to: (1) identify community-based SE program
models appropriate for replication; (2) identify impediments to the
development of the SE models; and (3) develop a mechanism to
explore the use of existing community-based rehabilitation
facilities, as well ar_ other community-based programs, as resources
for technical assistance for the development of SE. The recipients
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of these grants, who received their final year of funding in
FY 1989, were:

1. United Cerebral Palsy Association, Inc., Washington, D.C.
This project plans to demonstrate the employability of at
least 175 individuals with severe physical and/or multiple
disabilities ai seven sites within the States of Alabama,
Illinois and New Jersey. The project will also provide
a detailed needs assessment based upon a national survey
of SE progra' that serve individuals with severe
handicaps. Ada4.tiona11y, the staff of the Research and
Training Center at Virginia Commonwealth University will
evaluate the project's demonstration sites. During the
final year of the project, the United Cerebral Palsy
Association will assume a leadership role in the dissemi-
nation of project findings.

2. National Association of Rehabilitation Facilities,
Washington, D.C. The purpose of this grant is to: (1)
survey community-based facilities, programs and organiza-
tions to identify characteristics of existing SE programs,
impediments to SE implementation, and potential providers;
(2) identify rehabilitation models for providing SE; (3)
disseminate information regarding SE outcomes; and (4)
estklblish a technical assistance network nationally i)r
the replication of SE. In the autu:an of 1988, 5,000
surveys were mailed, which were aimed both at identifying
providers/potential providers of SE and at assessing the
breadth/variation of services related to SE.
Additionally, a pilot study was designed, tested, and
mailed to 3,000 of the census respondents. This data will
be analyzed to determine effective SE practices. The
project will also select quality indicators relevant to
SE program models via site visits, data analysis, and
community nominations. The grantee stated that "The
primary means of evaluation will be the measured con-
gruence between project goals and objectives and actual
accomplishments." This data will be incorporated in
future reports to Congress.

Contact Person: Fred Isbister, (202) 732-1297.

TRANSITIONAL PLANNING SERVICES FOR YOUTH

Section 311(e) (1)
Special Projects and Demonstrations for Providing Transitional
Planning Services for Youth with Severe Handicaps
Federal Funds $475,000

The purpose of the program is to develop, expand, and
disseminate model statewide transitional planning services for
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youth with severe handicaps. In FY 1989, three continuation
projects were supported as follows:

o Special Education Service Agency, Anchorage, Alaska--Project
designed to develop, implement, expand, replicate, and
disseminate a State secondary model for transitional services;

o Catholic Community Services of Southern Arizona, Tucson,
Arizona--Project designed to develop a permanent network of
community resources to provide transition services and a case
management system to coordinate services for transitioning
youth who are hearing-impaired/deaf in the State of Arizona;

and

o Massachusetts Executive Office of Human Services, Boston,
Massachusetts-Project designed to provide for a two-year
transitional planning process for young adults who will lose
their entitlement to special education upon graduation or
reaching the age of 22.

Contact: Delores Watkins
(202) 732-1400

MIGRATORY AGRICULTURAL AND SEASONAL FARMWORKERS

Section 312
Handicapped Migratory Agricultural and Seasonal Farmworkers
Vocational Rehabilitation Service Projects
Federal Funds $1,100,000

The purpose of this program is to provide vocational
rehabilitation services to migratory and seasonal farmworkers with
disabilities and to members of their families who are with them.
Services may include maintenance and transportation of such
individuals and members of their families, where necessary to the
rehabilitation of such individuals.

There are currently 11 projects being funded under this
program: three were newly funded in 1989 and eight were
continuation projects. Approximately 3,500 migratory and seasonal
farmworkers with disabilities were served in 1989; about 600 were
rehabi3itated. These programs are administered by the directors
State VR agencies.

Specific servir:es offered by the 11 projects were: outreach
and diagnostic services, vocational assessment, plan development,
physical restoration services, vocational training, placement, and
post-placement services. The primary service provided was physical
restoration. Because the lack of education and language skills
prevents many older farmworkers with disabilities from successfully
participating in available training courses, many vocational
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programs included remedial education and English as a second
language.

Contact: Edward Hofler (202) 732-1332

RECREATION

Section 316
Projects for Initiating Special Recteation Programs for Individuals
with Handicaps
Federal Funds $2,620,000

The purpose of this program is to initiate special programs
of recreational activities for persons with disabilities in orderto increase their mobility, socialization, independence, and
community integration.

In FY 1989, all available funds were used to support 31
continuation projects, all of which are in their third and final
year. Approximately 17,000 persons with disabilities were served
by this program in 1989. Projects emphasized integrating persons
with disabilities into programs with non-disabled persons. The
projects include such activities as fitness programs, boating,
sailing, white-water rafting, horseback riding, arts, handcrafts,dancing, camping, and snow and water skiing.

Contact: Edward Hofler
(202) 732-1382

i
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National Council on Disability

Section 400
National Council on Disability
Federal Funds $1,157,000

The National Council on Disability (the Council) is an
independent Federal agency comprised of 15 members appointed by the
President and confirmed by the Senate. The Council has the
following statutory duties:

o establish general policies for and review the operation
of NIDRR;

o provide advice to the Commissioner cf RSA on policies and
conduct;

o provide advice to the President, the Congress, the RSA
Commissioner, the Assistant Secretary of the Office of
Special Education and Rehabil.Ltative Services (OSERS), and
the Director of NIDRR on programs authorized under the
Act;

o review and evaluate on a continuous basis the
effectiveness of all policies, programs, and activities
concerning individuals with disabilities conducted or
assisted by Federal departments or agencies, and all
statutes pertaining to Federal programs, and assess the
extent to which they provide incentives to community-
based services, promote full integration, and contribv.te
to the independence and dignity of Individuals with
disabilities;

o make recommendations for ways to improve research,
service, administration, and the collection,
dissemination, and implementation of research findings
affecting persons with disabilities;

o review and approve standards for the Independent Living
and Projects With Industry programs;

o submit an annual report with appropriate recommendations
to the Congress and the President regarding the status of
research affecting persons with disabilities and the
activities of RSA and NIDRR;

o provide to the Congress, on a continuing basis, advice,
recommendations, and any additional information which the
Council or the Congress considers appropriate;
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o establish policies for the President's Committee on the
Employment of People with Disabilities; and

o issue an annual report to the President and the Congress
on the progress that has been made in implementing the
recommendations contained in the Council's January 30,
1986, report Toward Independence.

While many government agencies deal with issues and programs
affecting people with disabilities, the Council is the only Federal
agency charged with addressing, analyzing, and making
recommendations on issues of public policy which affect people with
disabilities regardless of age, disability type, perceived
employment potential, economic need, specific functional ability,
status as a veteran, or other indiuidual circumstance. The Council
recognizes its unique opportunity to facilitate independent living,
community integration, and employment opportunities for people with
disabilities by assuring an informed and coordinated approach to
addressing the concerns of persons with disabilities and
eliminating barriers to their active participation in community and
family life.

MAJOR ACTIVITIES DURING 1989

Children and Youth

In 1919, the Council completed the report, The Living
Arrangements for Severely Disabled Children, which addressesalternative living situations for children and youth with
disabilities.

During the year, the Council held four days of hearings in the
area of special education. Fifty witnesses presented testimony.
The data from these hearings was the foundation for the Council's
special report, The Education of Children with Disabilities: Where
Do We Stand?, submitted to the President and to the Congress. In
this report, 31 findings are presented which are a summary of
issues presented to by the witnesses and a review of relevantstudies and materials. Twenty questions are raised, questions the
Council believes must be explored as part of an effort to improve
the Nation's education of students with disabilities. The Council
recommends the study become the foundation for a continuing effortto assess the education of students with disabilities and make
recommendations for improvements.

Input and Feedback from Consumers with Disabilities

The Council continuously seeks to receive input and feedback
from consumers with disabilities. In addition to the four mandatedmeetings held by the Council, forums were sponsored on the
following topics: Social Security and Disincentives to Employment;
The Americans with Disabilities Act; and The Long term Health Care
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Needs of Children and Adults with Disabilities. The Council
maintains a list of persons with disabilities as consumer advisors
whose expertise is highly valued and utilized on many issues.

In August 1989, the Council held the first national conference

for persons with disabilities and their families. Policy
recommendations were developed as a result of this conference.

Prevention of Disabilities

One of the priorities included in Toward Indgpendence was the
need for a Federal initiative to prevent primary and secondary
disabilities. Such an initiative could substantially reduce the
costs of disability and health care for Americans, reduce Federal
spending for disability in the near future, and decrease the
incidence of disability for future generations. Because it is
clear that the nation has the knowledge, technology, and resources
to mount an effective and successful national program for the
prevention of primary and secondary disabilities, the Council has
devoted concerted effort in this area, and considerable progress
has been achieved.

The Centers for Disease Control (CDC) received funding in 1989
to begin to establist, offices on prevention in various States. The
Council works closely with the CDC in this area. CDC also awarded
a grant to the Institute of Medicine to study the issue of
prevention. The Council was represented in the development of this
worthwhile study. The Council also participated in the drafting
of The Year 2000 Health Objectives for the Nation, ensuring that
disability prevention was addressed.

Establishina_General Policies

Pursuant to its ongoing statutory mandate to establish gsnerai
policy for and review the operations of NIDRR, the Council had
meetings with the Director of NIDRR to discuss the development of
the NIDRR five-year plan and areas of concern to the Council. In
addition, NIDRR has assigned a staff person to work with the
Council.

The Council was mandated in the 1986 amendments to the Act to
establish general policies for the President's Committee on
Employment of People with Disabilities. The Council developed a
memorandum of understanding (with the President's Committee) that
outlines the role of each agency in order to fulfill the Council's
mandate.

Communication

Participation in a wide array of interagency committees
enables the Council to keep abreast of activities in the Federal
government, and to keep others informed of the Council's
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activities. Membership on the Interagency Committee on Handicapped
Research, the Federal Agency Council, the Federal Task Force on
Disability, and the Interagency Committee on Developmental
Disabilities reflects this policy.

In order for the disability community and others to know more
about the activities of the Council, circulation of the Council's
newsletter, FOCUS, was expanded. The newsletter continues to be
a vehicle for communication and helps the Council solicit input
regarding its activities and policy development.
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Equal Employment Opportunity Commission

Section 501
Employment of Individuals with Handicaps in the Federal Government

The Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) has
responsibility for enforcing nondiscrimine-ion and affirmative
action provisions of laws and regulations concerning Federal
employment of people with disabilitiet. During FY 1989, a number
of projects and publicetions were completed. Data gathered during
FY 1988 (the latest year for which data are available), indicated
that improvements in the employment of people with disabilities
continue to be made by Federal agencies.

The Interagency Committee on Handicapped Employees (ICHE),
established by section 501(a) of the Rehabilitation Act, has
responsibility for ensuring the adequacy of hiring, placement, and
advancement practices of Federal agencies with respect to the
employment of people with disabilities. During FY 1989, the ICHE
issued guidance related to the employment of people with
disabilities to heads of Federal agencies.
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Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board

Section 502
Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board
Federal Funds $1,891,000

The Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board
is an independent Federal agency charged with ensuring that certain
facilities designed, constructed, leased, or altered with Federal
funds since September 1969 are accessible to and usable by persons
with disabilities.

The ATBCB has a governing board of 23 members. The President
appoints 12 public members (six must be disabled) to three-year
terms, and the other 11 are the heads (or designees) of the
Departments of Defense, Education, Health and Human Services,
Housing and Urban Development, Interior, Justice, Labor,
Transportation, and Veterans Affairs; the General Services
Administration; aild the U.S. Postal Service.

The ATBCB's legislative mandace is to ensure compliance with
standards prescribed under the Architectural Barriers Act (Public
Law 90-480), and to:

(1) propose alternative solutions to barriers facing
handicapped persons in housing, transportation,
communications, education, recreation, and attitudes;

(2) determine what Federal ,State, and local governments and
other public or private agencies and groups are doing to
eliminate barriers;

(3) recommend to the President and Congress legislation to
eliminate barriers;

(4) establish minimum guidelines and requirements for
standards issued under the Architectural Barriers Act;

(5) prepare plans for adequate transportation and housing for
handicapped persons, including proposals for cooperation
among agencies, organizations, and individuals working
toward such goals;

(6) develop standards and provide technical assistance to any
entity affected by regulations icsued under Title V of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973;

(7) provide technical assistance on the removal of barriers
and answer other questions on architectural,
transportation, communication, and attitudinal barriers
affecting physically handicapped persons; and
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(8) ensure that public conveyances, including rolling stock,
are usable by handicapped persons.

HIGHLIGHTS - A YEAR OF REACHING OUT

In contrast to last year's focus on revitalization and
reorganization of the Architectural and Transportation Barriers
Compliance Board, FY 1989 has been a year of reaching out to the
various Board constituencies to inform and educate them about the
requirements and benefits of accessible design. In January 1989,
the Board adopted a public outreach plan and called itself the
"Access Board" to reflect a more open and positive image. The
objective of the plan is to coordinate and focus existing programs
promotin,.; accessibility to maximize their impact c a variety of
audiences.

Highlights of the Access Board's efforts to reach wider
constituencies were:

o three (3) public forums flcusing ol current accessibility
issues;

o forty (40) formal training sessicns on the Uniform Federal
Accessibility Stardards (UFAS);

o technical projects focused on accessible and adaptable
housing;

o new and revised publications tailored to specific
audiences;

o expanded and refined technical assistance capabilities;

o improved coordination with other Federal agencies to
promote the resolution of complaints under the ABA;

o expanded work with other Federal agencies to promote
research and dissemination of information;

o comprehensive reviev of the Minimum Guidelines and
Requirements for `ccessible Design; and

o successful completion of a Federal TDD relay system
demonstration project.
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PUBLIC FORUMS

In FY 1989, the ATBCB continued its policy of holding every
other meeting in a major metropolitan area other than Washington,
D.C., to hear from people with disabilities and others interested
in speaking directly to the Board about current accessibility
issues. Public forums were held in New Orleans, Louisiana, Tampa,
Florida, and Portland, Oregon. In Tampa, over 4,000 people
attended the joint meeting of the Board and the President's
Committee on Employment of People with Disabilities. At the
Portland meeting, the city was commended for its accessible transit
system, and two local employers--Safeway and Tektronics--received
recognition fo reducing barrie,-s and promoting employment of
persons with disabilities.

Issues o.. concerns voiced at these open meetings included:

o restrictions on assigned airplane (exit-row) seating for
visually-impaired or blind travelers;

o need for government materials to be usable by blind and
visually impaired persons;

o wider availability of telephone communication devices for
deaf persons (TDDs) in public facilities including airline
terminals and government offices;

o misinterpretation, lack of strict enforcement, and the
need for greater uniformity of accessibility standards and
codes;

o lack of accessibility on many college campuses; and

o the need to better publicize that accessible buildings and
facilities meet the needs of all people and also can be
aesthetically pleasing and cost effective.

UNIFORM FEDERAL ACCESSIBILITY STANDARDS (UFAS) TRAINING

A major component of the Access Board's outreach efforts is
formal training presentations on the requirements of the
Architectural Barriers Act and the Uniform Federal AccessIbility
Standa_ds to Federal agencies and other public and private
entitic:s. In FY 1989, Access Board staff conducted more than 40
training sessions at various locations nationwide.

TECHNICAL PROJECTS - FOCUS ON HOUSING

The Board designated FY 1989 as a focu3 year on accessible and
adaptable housing. Emphasis was placed on projects that would
maximize useful information. The Board has experienced an increase
in requests for simple "how-to" guidance for designing accessible
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housing and easy-to-use UFAS /eference materials. Several projects
were funded in FY 1989 to meet this need, including the preparation
of a housing accessibility information system to provide technical
information on accommodating the housing needs of people with
disabilities to a variety of audiences; the development of a
manual for modifying existing built environments; and the
preparation of a checklis, for reviewing plans for newly
constructed facilities to ensure conformance with the new
construction requirements of UFAS.

The Board joined with the U.S. Fire Administration to sponsor
the construction of a fire-safe acceszAble house to identify and
demonstrate state-of-the-art technological solutions to both fire
safety and accessibility in housing for people with disabilities.

The Board provided guidance to the NIDRR in the initial
development of a five-year grant by the NIDRR to North Carolina
State University for a research and training center on accessible
housing. Further technical consultation with North Carolina State
will include assistance with proposal review, curricula
developmeat, the review of training materials and reports, and
development of demonstration projects.

NEW AND REVISED PUBLICATIONS

During FY 1989, the Board developed several new publications
based on previous Board technical papers. The objective was to
provide easy-to-use information targeted to a various audiences.

New technical publications developed by the rfoard

o Visual Alarms - provides infoimation on technical
specifications and suggested placement of visual alarm
systems.

o Hands-On Architecture - presents design guidelines for
controls and other operating features to assure usability
by people with hand manipulation impairments.

o Transit Facility Design for People With Visual Impairments
- presents the results of previolt3 research on signage,
tactile surface treatments, and information systems for
persons with visual impairments for tranlit facility
designers and operators.

o Assistive Listening Systems - provides updated information
on technological developments in equipment designed to
assist people who are hearing impaired.

o Auditory Alarms - provides information on alarm systems
for people who are visually impaired.
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Publications initiated in fiscal 1989

o A technical assistance brochure to help airports provide
accessibility for TDD users and other hearing-impaired
persons.

o A brochure featuring working drawings and descriptions of
mobility aid securement on transit vehicles to provide
often requested information to transit agencies,
consumers, and local government agancies.

In addition to these new publications, the Board provided
articles for publication in several national periodicals.

o A series of articles, which featured general accessibility
to picnic areas, campsites, and trails was written fol:
Design, a quarterly publication of the National Park
Service.

o An article on ways to make accessibility compatitle with
preserving the historic signiZicance of buildings was
written for the Construction Specifier.

o An article on the application of the Architectural
Barriers Act to transportation was printed in the pational
Journal of Rehabilitation and Passenger Transport, a
publication of the American Public Transit Association.

EXPANDED TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE

In 1989, the Board's Of:ice of Technical and Information
Services (OTIS) responded to approximately 3,000 requests for
technical assistance and information. This included mailing more
than 1,300 information packages and 21,000 copies of the UFAS.
Examples of assistance provided by the Board include:

consultation on accessibility to the Presidential
Inaugural Committee;

o guidance and informat:on on emergency egress to the
American Association of Retired Persons;

o on-site reviews of accessibility at the Capitol and
recommendations to the staff of the Architect of the
Capitol on making the Old Senate Chamb(r accessible;

o assistance to the Natioral Endowment for the Arts on
accessibility laws and codes, and meeting with
representatives from the Soviet Union on genPral
accessibility and access to the arts;
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o technical assistance to Montgomery County, Maryland
Department of Transportation in the development of its
gccessible bus program;

o assistance to Boston's Metropolitan Transit Authority to
develop their accessibility policy and on the application
of UFAS in new construction and retrofit situations;

o technical assistance to HUD on the content and scope of
accessibility standards to be issued under the Fair
Housing Amendments Act;

o information on state accessibility code requirements and
the cost of accessibility to the Council of Economic
Advisors and to the White House Office of Policy
Development; and

o information on emergency evacuation procedures and
eiuipment to assist the Chancellor's Office at the
University of California, Los Angeles, in developing an
emergency plan.

Technical Resource Library.

To assure efficient and comprehensive technical services, the
Board has worked to maintain and update its technical resource
library. Substantial progress was made on a new computerized
library catalog system. Easily retrievable descriptions were
wri ten for more than 2,000 of the 3,000 library documents.
Additionally, a technical project was funded to update the Board's
accessibility products information file.

IMPROVED COMPLAINT RESOLUTION AND ENFORCEMENT

Two complaint processing records were set in 1989--a record-
high number of complaint cases were closed (317), and the number
of complaints in response to which corrective action eliminated the
barrier also was the highest ever (154).

During FY 1989, 176 complaints were received and
investigations begun. This reflects a slight decrease in
complaints received over the past few years when 200 a year or more
were opened. Complaints were received about facilities in 34
States, the District of Columbia,and the U. S. Virgin Islands. At
the end of the fiscal year, 195 complaints were under investigation
or being monitored until completion of corrective action.

Corrective action to eliminate the accessibility barrier(s)
was taken in 154 or almost half of the 317 closed cases. The
Postai Service was particularly effective in resolving complaints,
completing corrective action in 81 cases. Most of the work
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involved making the front entrance of the post offices accessible.
The Postal Service's recent survey program for leased facilities
has served to greatly expedite resolution of such cases.

Examples of Barriers Removed. Examples of other corrective actions
were: accessible rest rooms made available in a Louisiana park;
curb ramps and wheelchair lifts installed at various buildings on
a military base in Colorado; conforming sidewalks and curb cuts
installed in small towns in New York and Illinois; the route to and
the viewing platform made accessible near an already accessible
bird blind in a wildlife refuge in New Jersey; and conforming
parking spaces installed at colleges for deaf and hearing-impaired
persons in New York and Washington, DC. Transit facilities made
accessible included railroad stations in New York and Philadelphia,
airport parking lots in Maryland, and curb cuts at several subway
stations in the Washington, DC area.

These record results of cases closed and of cases where
corrective action was taken reflect Board efforts to improve
coordination and communication with the other Federal agencies.
Federal agency staff responsible for planning, designing, leasing,
and altering Federal facilities are more aware of the accessibility
requirements. Also assignment of the Board's compliance
specialists to work with specific Federal agencies has improved
communications and brought about closer working relationships.
Periodic meetings to discuss complex issues and outstanding cases
with staff in agencies who handle Architectural Barriers Act
complaints has resulted in more efficient investigations and more
timely resolution of cases.

Conplaint Records Automated

During 1989, the Board's Office of Compliance and Enforcement
finished a long-term project to fully automate its complaint
records. Using the Complaint Tracking System (CTS), it is now
possible to produce various reports instantaneously, including a
comprehensive chart of complaint statistics since fiscal year 1977.
A detailed report of complaints involving a particular agency can
be prepared. Reports of the number of complaints received about a
certain barrier, e.g., ramps, or about a particular building, or
from a specific city or State also can be compiled. Other CTS
capabilities for more efficient processing include automated
reports on follow-up dates and corrective action completion dates.

The summary chart on the following page provides an historical
overview of the complaints filed with the Board from FY 1977
through September 30, 1989.
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STATUS Of COMPLMNTS BY FISCAL YEAR RECEIVED REPORT OATE: Septerber 30. 1989

(FY 1977 FY 199)

FY

COMPLAINTS RECEIVED

UNDER

INVESTI-

GAT1011

MONITORING

CORRECTIVE

ACTION

INTENT

TO CLOSE

LETTER

SENT

COMPLAINTS CLOSED

TOTAL

CLOSED

BY

FY

CLOSED

TOTAL % TOTAL

RECEIVED

CLOSED FOR:

TOTAL

% CHANGE FROM

PREVIOUS FY

NO

CORRECTIVE JURIS- NO I
ACTION DICTION VIOUTION

1977 100 0 0 0 100 100.% SO 44 6 49

1978 155 55.% 0 0 0 155 100.% 60 83 12 141

1979 176 13.5% 0 0 0 176 100.% 92 78 6 174

1960 160 -9.1% 0 1 0 159 99.4% 62 86 11 137

1981 106 -33.8% 0 0 1 105 99.1% 38 62 S 94

1962 119 12.3% 0 2 1 116 97.5% 56 51 9 72

1983 129 8.4% 3 1 1 124 96.12 56 SS 13 122

1984 233 80.6% 8 6 0 219 94.2 75 135 9 96

1985 249 6.9% 1 8 0 240 96.4% TS 148 17 234

1986 91 -63.5% 3 5 3 80 87.9% 26 49 5 100

1987 217 138.5% 11 18 2 186 85.7X 86 85 15 102

1988 200 -7.8% 16 14 0 170 85.% 39 114 17 269

1989 176 -12.% 78 8 S. 86 48.82 11 73 2 317

TOTAL 2111 120 63 12 1916 90.8% 726 1063 127

(37.9%) (55.5%) (6.6%)
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Citation Issued.

Tae Board has assumed a more aggressive posture towards
enforcement of the ABA and in FY 1989, the Board took legal action
to resolve a long-outstanding case. The Board negotiated
corrective action with the City of Philadelphia and Southeastern
Pennsylvania Transportation Authority (SEPTA) to install elevators
and other accessibility features in several train stations;
however, the Board was unable to reach agreement on installing
elevators in two stations--Second Street and Spring Garden Street.

In May 1989, the Access Board started formal proceedings
beforv an administrative law judge to resolve the case. As time
for the hearing neared, the City of Philadelphia agreed to install
two elevators at the Second Street Station. The ATBCB agreed tc
dismiss the case against the Spring Garden Street station based on
review of an engineering study prepared for the hearing. The
Spring Garden Street station facility is a very narrow island
platform station tucksld between the lanes of an interstate highway.
The engineering study examined possible locations for installing
an elevator at the station and found potential safety hazards at
each location. An accessible bus route will run from an adjoining
accessible train station to the Spring Garden Street area.

TECHNICAL PROJECT COORDINATION

To maximize its limited resources, the Board has made a
special eifort to coordinate its technical projects with those of
other Federal agencies. The Board also completed the final
editing, design, ana dissemination plan for the brochure Towards
An Accessible Environment: Effective Research. This publication,
which summarizes outstanding accessibility research projects, is
the result of the efforts of the Access Board, the NIDRR and the
Interagency Committee for Disability Research. The publication is
intended to encourage research professionals and funding agenaies
to support follow-up projects. The Board also continued to work
closely with the Department of Transportation to complete a jointly
sponsored demonstration project which was begun in 1985 for the
purpose of showing accessible placement and vandalism protection
of TDDs in the Baltimore-Washington and Miami International
Airports.

In a project to further improve its technical information
dissemination and outreach activities, the Board has worked with
the National Technical Information Service (NTIS) to p? .ce Board
publications and reports in NTIS catalogs and centralizr 4 listings
of technical information for dissemination to libraries nationwide.
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MGRAD REVIEW AND ANSI REVISION

The principal emphasis of the Board's research and technical
program is to develop and refine the Minimum Guidelines and
Requirements for Accessible Design (MGRAD). MGRAD is the basis of
the Uniform Federal Accessibility Standards (UFAS) issued under the
Architectural Barriers Act by the four standardsetting agencies-
-the Department of Housing and Urban Development, the Department
of Defense, the General Services Administration, and the U. S.
Postal Service. Projects previously completed or under way have
addressed major areas, such as windows and detectable warning
surfaces that were reserved in earlier versions of MGRAD. With the
most recent MGRAD revision which incorporated much of ANSI A117.1-
1986 (published February 3, 1989), all reserved sections were
completed. However, the Board is committed to maintaining MGRAD
and its sister document UFAS, as the state-of-the-art standards,
since the majority of the technical requirements contained in the
documents are based on studies conducted in the middle 1970s by the
U.S. Department of Housing and Urb,1 DevelopAent.

MGRAD Revision.

To insure that MGRAD and UFAS remain state-of-the-art
standards, the Board adopted a five-year MGRAD review cycle and
plan. During the first year (FY 1988) an in depth review of the
current MGRAD provisions was initiated. The third year (FY 1990)
will focus on research to resolve isstes raised by the review.

During FY 1989, Board staff provided technical direction and
oirersight for the MGRAD review initiated in FY 1988. The project
consisted of four major components: a comparison of domestic and
selected foreign accessibility codes and standards with a summary
of State accessibility requirements, a comprehensive literature
review, the development of recommendations for the modification of
MGRAD and UFAS, and the development of recommendations for needed
research.

At the August 1989 meeting, the Board approved three MGRAD
follow-up technical projects for funding in FY 1990. These
projects will investigate and make recommendations concerning
problems in the current provisions for accessible parking and
passenger loading zones, develop children's accessibility
requirements for inclusion in MGRAD, and prepare a detailed and
illustrative guidebook on the provisions of MGRAD and UFAS.
Development of work statements for these projects was initiated in
FY 1989.

ANSI Revision.

The timing of the MGRAD five-year review cycle is set so the
Board can use the information to assist the ANSI A117.1 Committee
with revisions to that standard. The Board is a member of the ANSI
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Secretariat and will chair the ANSI task force on operating
features as well as participate in the other task forces which will
prepare a detailed set of recommendations for the revision of the
ANSI standards.

FEDERAL TDD RELAY SYSTEM

On March 20, 1989, the General Services Administration
officially assumed operation of the TDD Relay Pilot Project. The
project was originally initiated by the Access Board in 1985, in
cooperation with the Department of the Treasury, to test the
operational feasibility of a TDD relay service for the Federal
government and to develop preliminary cost information. The
limited funding available could support only one operator in space
provided by the Treasury. The Telecommunications Accessibility
Enhancement Act of 1988 created the statutory framework for a
perranent system and gave responsibility to GSA for its operation.
At the end of FY 1988, the Board allocated $25,000 to continue
operation of the pilot project until GSA could take control. In
its first week of operation under GSA, the service relayed 310
calls, approximately twice the number which could be handled by the
pilot project. GSA was also required to take over and maintain a
Federal government TDD directory originally started by the Board.
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Section 503

Employment Under Federal Contracts



U.S. Department of Labor

Office of Federal Contract Compliance Prcgrams

Section 503
Office of Federal Contract Compliance Programs

The Office of Federal Contract Compliance Programs (OFCCP) in
the U.S. Department of Lal.or has che sole responsibility for
implementing and enforcing Section 503 of the Act. Section 503
requires most employers doing business with the Federal Government
to take affirmative action to employ individuals with handicaps.
OFCCP also prohibits employment discrimination on the basis of
handicap. The day-to-day enforcement activities which protect the
employment rights of the disabled are carried out by a network of
ten regional offices, located in the standard Federal regions, and
the national office.

Affirmative Action and Reasonable Accommodation

Every employer doing business with the Federal Government
under a contract in excess of $2,500 must take affirmative action
in employment with respect to individuals with handicaps. These
measures cover the full range of employment and personnel
practices, such as recruitment, hiring, rates of pay, upgrading,
demotion, and selection for training. Federal contractors are also
required to make reasonable accommodations to the physical or
mental limitations of qualified individuals with disabilities.
This applies to contracts awarded by Federal agencies and
subcontracts awarded by prime contractors. Employers with Federal
contracts of $50,000 or more and 50 or more employees must prepare,
implement, and maintain a written affirmative action program for
each establishment° The programs must be reviewed and updated
annually.

Right to File Complaint

Individuals with disabilities who are protected by the
contract compliance programs may file complaints if they believe
they have been discriminated against by Federal contractors or
subcontractors. Complaints may also be filed by organizations or
other individuals on behalf of the person or persons affected. A
contractor's failure to make reasonable accommodation to the
disability of a qualified disabled employee, may be the basis for
administrative sanctions and the possible loss of Federal
contracts.
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ACTIVITIES DURING 1989

The following is a summary of OFCCP's activities under Section
503 of the Act during FY 1989:

o Ccmpliance Reviews
(Combined Executive Order 11246, Sections 503/2012) 6,232

o 503 Comple,nt Investigations 900
o Total 503 Complaint/Case Inventory at End of FY 1988 555
o Workers in Facilities Reviewed 2,941,636
o Individuals Receiving Cash Benefits 225
o Cash Benefits Agreements 4,272,172
o Other 503 Financial Agreement 558,618

OFCCP Equal Opportunity Specialists monitor Government
contiactors' compliance with Section 503 as part of the regular
compliance review process. When a compliance review identifies
problems which cannot be easily resolved, OFCCP attempts to
conciliate with the employer. When conciliation efforts fail,
OFCCP may recommend administrative enforcement prccess. Federal
rules and regulations set forth administrative procedures to be
followed when enforcement actions are necessary.

PROGRAM GOALS AND ENHANCEMENTS

During the coming year, there will be a number of enhancements
initiated to broaden the scope of affirmative action in the
business community. The goal is to play a constructive role, and
to be a consistent and reliable guide amidst change, competing
demands, and workforce reassessments. To foster this proactive
attitude, the OFCCP is focusing on a group of major enhancements
in the near term.

Equal Opportunity Specialist Training

The first order of business is to build on the first tier of
new Equal Opportunity Specialist (EOS) training already in place.
OFCCP staff is developing a sequence of programs ranging from
technical analysis to management development. The objective is to
develop exceptionally well-trained professionals, and to better
provide consistent guidance to the employer community.

Efficient Use of Resources

The OFCCP will be looking within its own agency to assess
where staff can be most efficiently used and, in general, to
streamline operations and administration. The objective is to find
ways to eliminate overlapping reports and staff responsibilities,
and to free as many resources as possible to devote to program
issues.
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Quality Measurement of Program Effectiveness

The agency is expanding a dimension of the internal assessment
of compliance reviews, which entails a quality measu7ement of
program effectiveness. This involves both a new mindset and a new
way of measuring progress. OFCCP quantitative analysis will
continue to measure its productivity against its staff and budget.
This activity will be balanced by a quality dimension; we will
determine whether the program meets the needs of constituencies
and whethLr the appropriate issues have been identified, analyzed
correctly, and reasonable conclusions reached. The objective is
to measure the effectiveness of OPCCP. Every compliance review
will assess a company's good faith eJ.-orts in terms of providing
equal employment opportunities. The tp.,...._om line is less focus on
numbers, paperwork, and process and more on performance and
results.

Corporate Succession Planrinq

As more women, minorities, disabled persons, and veterans join
the workforce, the issues will become accommodation, distribution,
and advancemeAt. Consequently, the compliance staff will be
devoting attention to a broader examination of how employees are
faring during the course of their employment.

A big part of focused compliance reviews is senior management
selection practices. In the past year, many companies have geared
up for the corporate initiative process. That process will turn
out to be an important business decision. OFCCP will be looking
at pay for performance and total compensation programs including
salary, bonus, stocle., and special benefits. Our investigators will
aiso look at individual development plans and corporate succession
planning.

Affirmative Action Initiatives

Greater attention will be given to affirmative action
initiatives geared to accommodate a diverse workforce. OFCCP will
be looking at occupations across industries that have few or no
women, minorities, and disabled persons. OFCCP will ask why that
is the case and help remove the obstacles to full participation.
OFCCP will also be looking at the effect of family responsibilities
on careers in such ;.,reas as: the placement experience of women who
return from maternity leave; the number of women who choose to put
a hold on their career advancement in order to respond to family
needs; and the availability of surli support as child care, flex
time and job sharing, to allo working mothers to compete for
advancement. The objective will be to determine whether the "mommy
track" is used to discriminate, instead of to support full
participation in job opportunities and career progress.
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Assist Employers to Help Workers with Skills Gaps

OFCCP will assess what it can do to help employers educate and
train workers with skills gaps. OFCCP will look at the role of
liaison groups, contractors' training efforts, incentives, and Job
Training Partnership Act coordination. The compliance staff will
also be re-evaluating linkage with the Employment and Training
Administration to see where it can be strengthened.

Better Communications to Educate._ to Learn, and to Inform

OFCCP will promote a stronger and more comprehensive
communication program to better communicate agency objectives and
accomplishments to both internal and external parties. The aim is
to educate, to learn, and to inform.

Director's Annual Report

OFCCP will publish a Direccor's Annual Report, which will
include affirmative action as well as enforcement accomplishments
and publicize outstanding employer programs and staff achievements.
The report will review OFCCP's achievements against its goals and
provide the blueprint for future years.

Advancing Employment Opportunities for Americans with Disabilities

Finally, OFCCP will continue assisting Americans with
disabilities to become gainfuny employed and advance the
employment opportunities of special disabled veterans.
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Programs



Department of Justice

Civil Rights Division

Section 504
Nondiscrimination in Federally Assisted and Federally Conducted
Programs and Activities

The Civil Rights Division (the Division or CRD) of the
Department of Justice (DOJ) is responsible for the consistent and
effective enforcement by executive agencies of what are commonly
referred to as the "cross-cutting" civil rights statte-os, including
section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended.
Executive Order 12250 charges the Attorney General with this
responsibility, which has been delegated to the Assistant Attorney
General for Civil Rights. Under Executive Order 12250, the Division

undertakes a diverse array of regulatory and administrative
initiatives. The Division reviews all proposed civil rights
regulations for consistency, adequacy, and clarity and assists
Federal agencies in the development of appropriate regulations.
The Division also issues interpretations of these regulations in
individual administrative cases and provides guidance to the
agcncies on new civil rights issues. The D:vision annually reviews
the: civil rights implementation plars of each Federal agency, as
required by section 1-403 of Executive Order 12250, and offers
training and technical assistance to agencies to improve their
civil rights enforcement procedures and programs. CRD also
promotes interagency information sharing and cooperation through
delegation agreements.

REGULATION DEVELOPMENT AND REVIEW

Regulations for Federally Assisted Programs

During FY 1989, CRD continued to provide guidance to Federal
agencies on regulations that apply to federally assisted programs.
Comments were provided to 23 agencies that submitted regulations
that implemented section 504 4n federally assisted programs. Some
examples of section 504 regulations reviewed are discussed.

o On July 26, 1989, the Department of Transportation (DOT)
published a final rule amending its section 504 regulation
concerning mass transit services for persons with
disabilities. The amendment provides that incremental
expenditures by recipients for the off-peak, reduced-fare
program for elderly and handicapped passengers cannot be
counted in the calculation of the cost limit on required
expenditures.
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o The Division forwarded comments to DOT on its proposed rule
amending existing section 504 requirements for airport
facilities and services at federally assisted airports.
The proposed rule is designnd to parallel the facilities
requirements proposed by DOT to implement the Air Carrier
Access Act.

o During FY 1989, the Division continued with its efforts to
assist agencies to amend their regulations implementing
section 504 to include a cross-reference to the Uniform
Federal Accessibility Standards (UFAS). In 1985, the
Division issued a prototype regulatory amendment designed
as a model for agenc!es to use to the extent appropriate
in developing an amendment to reference UFAS. On March 18,
1989, 15 agencies jointly published amendments to reference
UFAS in their section 504 regulations. 54 Fed. Reg. 9966.
CRD also approved four agencies' draft proposed rules
referencing UFAS during FY 1989, and three proposed rules
were published during 1989. 54 Fed. Reg. 18,554
(Interior); 54 Fed. Reg. 28,426 (OPM); 54 Fed. Reg. 31,002
(Commerce).

Regulations for Federally Conducted Programs

The Division also continued with its efforts to provide
guidance to agencies required to issue regulations implementing
section 504 in federally conducted programs. During FY 1989, the
Division commented on a total of 24 section 504 regulations
applicable to federally conducted programs. Eight agencies
published notices of proposed rulemaking and five agencies
published final rules implementing section 504 in faderally
conducted programs. Continued use of the Division's prototype
regulation, first issued in 1983, was encouraged, as was issuanLa
of regulations by joint publication. Joint publication eliminates
most of the paperwork and administrative burdens for agencies
issuing regulations. To date 52 agencies have published final
section 504 federally conducted regulations using the joint
publication process, resulting in savings of over $350,000 to the
Federal Government in printing costs alone. Several
accomplishments in this area of regulatory development are
highlighted.

o On March 22, 1989, the General Services Administration
(GSA) published a notice of proposed rulemaking
implementing section 504. 54 Fed. Reg. 11,750. In
response to the Division's comments, the proposal addressed
two significant program accessibility issues: GSA's
responsibilities to e Ire that the program it carries out
as the Federal landloru is accessible, and the interaction
between GSA and Federal tenant agencies when the
accessibility of another Federal agency's programs is
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affected by the inaccessibility of a building under GSA's
control.

o The Division provided informal comments to the Department
of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) on its draft
proposed section 504 regulation for federally conducted
programs. The Division comments addressed the program
accessibility requirements for housing properties acquired
1-Ir HUD after default and foreclosure. Because HUD only
temporarily holds these properties, the Division
recommended that the rule should not require HUD to
undertake alterations to achieve program accessibility or
to prepare a transition plan. However, during the time
that HUD retains possession of a facility under the
program, HUD must provide program accessibility to those
who apply for housing in the facility.

o The Division provided comments to the Peace Corps on its
revised draft proposed rule to implement section 504 as it

applies to the Peace Corps' programs and activities.
Because section 504 prohibits discrimination against
individuals with handicaps "in the United States," it

generally does not apply to agency programs or activities
conducted in other countries. The Peace Corps, however,
wants to provide the opportunity for individuals with
handicaps to serve as Peace Corps Volunteers, and to
provide the same protection to these individuals when they
are in service in other countries that they would receive
during the recruitLent and training ,rocess in this

country. Therefore, the Peace Corps proposes to include
language in its regulation to provide that the agency will
voluntarily apply its section 504 regulation to all aspects
of the Peace Corps Volunteer program. The Division has
agreed to accept this new language.

o From time to time, Division personnel find references to
organizations t'nat appear to be newly established in tha
Federal Governmet and seek further information about such
agencies to determine whether any of them should be
considered "Executive agencies" for purposes of section
504. On August 3, 1989, the Division sent letters to six
entitiest the Arctic Research Commission, the Commission
on the Bicentennial of the United States Constitution, the
James Madison Memorial Fellowship Foundation, the United
States Holocaust Memorial Council, and the United States
Institute of Peace, advising them of the requirements of
section 504, asking for their views on whether they are
"Executive agencies," and offering them the opportunity to
participate in a joint publication of implementing
regulations.
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COORDINATION INITIATIVES

In addition to direct liaison with individual agencies, the
DivisiGn conducts a number of projects that cut across all
Executive agencies. These initiatives are directed to the
elimination of duplicative requirements, the introduction of mure
cost-effective procedures to reduce burdens on Federal agencies and
on their recipients, and to the provision of technical assistance
to Federal agencies. Several accomplishments in this area are
highlighted.

o To implement the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987
(CkRA) and to ensure that any regulatory responses to the
CRRA are consistent government-wide, the Division sent a
letter on October 21, 1988, to all agencies with section
504 regulations for federally assisted programs. The
letter addressed the definition of "program or activity"
added to section 504 by the CRRA by suggesting new
regulatory definitions of "program or activity," "program,"
and "recipient." It also suggested that section 504
regulations contain a provision exempting small providers
from the requirement of making significant structural
alterations if alternative means of providing the services
are available. Section 504 regulations also need to
include a provision excluding from the definition of
"handicapped person" or "individual with handicaps," for
purposes of employment, any individual who has a currently
contagious disease or infection and who, by reason of such
disease or infection, would constitute a direct threat to
the health or safety of others or uao is unable to perform
the duties of the job.

o The Division continued to encourage development of
delegation agreements, under which agencies delegate
specified civil rights compliance functions (e.g.,
complaint investigations and compliance reviews) to a lead
agency. These delegation agreements reduce overlap and
duplicat on in the compliance activities of the various
agencies and increase the overall effectiveness of Federal
civil rights enforcement. Three agencies, the Agency for
International Development (AID), the National Endowment for
the Arts (NEA), and the National Endowment for the
Humanities (NEH) completed delegation agreements with the
Department of Education (ED) during FY 1989. Two
additional agencies (GSA and EPA) took action during FY
1989 with respect to final delegation agreements with ED.
In addition, EPA and ED completed a delegation agreement
and forwarded it to DOJ for approval.

o Periodically, the Division issues memoranda (Technical
Assistance Guides or TAGs) on matters of general
applicability and sends them to all agencies. During FY
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1989, 12 TAGs were issued and 14 others were prepared. In
addition, the 17 TAGs previously issued as well as the TAGs
issued in this fiscal year were reformatted to improve
their readability and availability in alternate formats.
For example, print size was increased, line length
decreased, and character definition improved. Improved
large print vemions of all the guides were also produced
as were audiotape and Braille versions. Finally, the
Guides were made available on computer disks and on an
electronic bulletin board.

o The Division continued reviewing pending legislation
affecting its responsibilities under Executive Order 12250.
During FY 1989, the Division provided substantial guidance
on the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), which
provides comprehensive civil rights protections for
individuals with disabilities. Division staff were active
participants in the government-wide task force established
by the White House to formulate the Administration's
position on the ADA.

o CRD continued to spearhead implementation of section 504
within DOJ. During FY 1989, the Division sought to improve
DOJ's sectioh 504 self-evaluation and transition plan by
seeking review of all formal Department level policy
directives that might influence the accessibility of the
Department's programs. The Division also suggested to the
Department's facilities management office that all
facilities management staff should receive training on the
accessibility requirements of section 504 and the
Architectural Barriers Act. It is anticipated that this
training will take place in FY 1990.

o In November 1988, DOJ's Justice Management Division (JMD)
issued a policy statement on AIDS in the work place to
implement the governmentwide policy promulgated by the
Office of Personnel Management. CRD asked JMD to revise
the policy statement to make clear to managers that
adherence to the policy is mandatory, not optional, because
persons with AIDS or HIV infection are "individuals with
handicaps" within the meaning of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973. Reasonable accommcdation to employees with handicaps
is required by the Federal regulations implementing the
Act. JMD is now preparing supplemental guidance.

o CRD has been working with GSA in its implementation of the
Telecommunications Accessibility Enhancement Act of 1988
(TAEA). That law directed GSA, in consultation with
"affected Federal agencies," by regulation to take the
actions necessary to assure that the Federal
telecommunications system is "fully accessible" to
individuals with impaired hearing and speech. By letter
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of August 7, 1989, the Division asked GSA to coordinate
with DOJ to ensure consistency with section 504. CRD also
requested that GSA consider establishing requirements for
TDD accessibility of toll-free telephone services and
automated telephone information systems.

AGENCY LIAISON

Review Agency Implementation Plans

The Division received and reviewed civil rights imple.lentation
plans from 24 agencies that administered programs of Federal
financial assistance in FY 1989. These plans updated the long-
range goals and priorities first developed in FY 1985 and described
FY 1988 activities undertaken to achieve them. The plans described
projected FY 1989 activities to enforce section 504 and the other
cross-cutting civil rights statutes and addressed major compliance
and enforcement functions such as complaint investigations,
compliance reviews, legal and administrative enforcement, technical
assistance, and regulatory and policy development.

Cullect Agency Workload and Performance Data

The Division issued a guideline for the collection and
-eporting of FY 1989 civil rights workload and performance data by
agencies administering programs of Federal financial assistance.
This data, which is submitted concurrently with each agency's
implementation plan, adw'essed activity in the major components of
a civil rights compliance program, such as complPint
investigations, compliance reviews, and legal and administra-ive
enforcement. CRD's collection and analysis of section 504 workload
and performance data from agencies responsible for enforcement of
the statute continued.

o Division staff provided technical assistance to agency
staff responsible for preparing the final FY 1988 data,
which was received from 24 agencies in FY 1989. Division
staff analyzed the individual agency submissions and
produced a summary that provided an all-agency picture of
civil rights compliance activities. The agencies reported
receiving 7,712 complaints in FY 1988 (an increasa of 2,618
over FY 1987). More complaints alleged violation of
section 504 than any other statute covered by Executive
Order 12250 (32 percent as opposed to 36 percent in FY
1987). The Division issued guidelines on August 15. 1989,
for the collection and reporting of FY 1989 workload and
performance data by October 15, 1989.

Maintain Assistance Network and Respond to Training Needs

The Division maintained its ongoing liaison activities with
civil rights and other appropriate program and legal staff of the
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more than 2 agencies that administer Federal financial assistance
programs P.nd the more than 95 Federal Executive agencies that
operate federally conducted programs. These continuing liaison
activities help to identify technical assistance needs and
opportunities that will address the specific problems of individual
agenciec, help improve their compliance programs, and help amass
the compliance status and effectiveness of each agency in enforcing
civil rights laws. The Division staff is also frequently called
upon to provide training for agencies enforcing statutes covered
by Executive Order 12250, especially section 504.

Provide Legal Assistance and Policy Interpretations

The Division continued to provide information, assistance, and
policy guidance on the legal requirements of the civil rights
statutes covered by Executive Order 12250. This guidance was
usually provided in response to requests :rom individual agencies
relating to their enforcement obligations under the civil rights
statutes. For example, the Division, in response to a request
from HUD, issued a legal opinion stating that a person who has an
asymptomatic Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV) 'alfection may be
an "otherwise qualified individual with handicaps" within the
meaning of section 504.

The issue z,rose when HUD received a complaint from an
individual who was denied housing in a HUD-assisted project when
he informed the project manager that he was HIV-infected. The
project manager did not deny that the complainant's application was
rejected because he was HIV-positive but defended the action on
the baes of health and safety considerations. The project manager
made no effort to determine if the complainant would pose an actual
threat to the health and safety of other people with whom he might
come in contact; HUD's investigation produced medical testimony
that the complainant would pose no threat to others in a

residential setting. As a result of its investigation, HUD
proposed to issue a finding that the project management had failed
to comply with section 504. The Division's opinion concluded that
HUD's proposed finding of noncompliance was legally supportable.
This decision relied on the recent opinion of DOJ's Office of Legal
Counsel and a growing body of judicial precedent that holds that
individuals with AIDS or HIV infection are individuals with
handicaps and that the determination as to whether such individuals
are "otherwise qualified" must by made on a case-by-case basis
following the guidelines established by the Supreme Court in School
Board of Nassau County v. Arline. 480 U.S. 273 (1987). Courts
applying Arline to cases involving AIDS and HIV LIfection have held
that in the absence of medica: evidence indicating that HIV may be
transmitted through casual contac, there is no basis for excluding
persons with AIDS or HIV infection from paiticipating in federally
assisted programs. See, e.g., Chalk v._United States District
Court. 840 F.2d 701 (9th Cir. 1988). The record prepared by HUD
demonstrated that the complainant was qualified to receive housing
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and that the recipient's action was based entirely on the project
manager's belief that the complainant had AIDS; therefore, the
recipient's action in rejecting the application violated section
504.
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ASSIST AGENCIES TO CONDUZT SECTION 504 SELF-EVALUATIONS

The Division undertook a major initiative in FY 1989 to
encourage, assist, and assess the efforts of Federal agencies to
carry out the self-evaluation requirement contained in their final
section 504 regulations for federally conducted programs. Having
guided the government-wide regulatory development process nearly
to completion, the Divisinn has focused its attention on
coordinating the enforcel...at of these nondiscrimination
requirements in the ongoing operation of the Federal Government's
programs and activiti.es.

Through the self-evaluation, each agency idertifies and
changes any of its policies or practices that discriminate against
qualified individuals with handicaps. This requirement parallels
the self-evaluation required and found useful by recipients oz
Federal financial assistance. Section 504 recjulations for
federally conducted programs also require each agency to develop
a transition plan when structural changes are necessary to make one
or more of its programs accessible to individuals with handicaps.
The effect of these requirements is to cause Federal agencies to
review their facilities, programs, policies, and practices and to
make changes required to permit qualified individuals with
handicaps to participate fully in the agency's programs and
activities.

Division staff met in FY 1989 with representatives of 3

agencies that have published final regulations. These agercies
ranged from the cabinet-level departments including State,
Interior, Defense, Commerce, Labor, and Veterans Affairs, to the
smaller agencies of the executive branch such as the Executive
Office of the President and the Consumer Product Safety Commission.
The agendas reflected the varied size and scope of the agencies'
federally conducted programs, as well as differing levels of
awareness and experience with section 504 and disability issues.
In a number of agencies, CRD staff provided essential basic
information on what the self-evaluation requirement entailed and
practical information on how to carry it out. CPT) staff provided
assistance to a number of other agencies that had begun their self-
evaluations, suggested areas of inquiry and identified issues
requiring Division policy attention. CRD staff provided written as
well as oral comments on the products resulting from a number of
agency self-evaluations. Finally, the Division systematically
monitored the corrective actions and revisions planned or taken by
these agencies as a result of self-evaluation or transition plan
f-ndings.

Contact person: Ms. Stewart B. Oneglia
(202) 724-2222
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INTERAGENCY COORDINATING COUNCIL

SECTION 507
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Interagency Coordinating Council

Section 507
Interagency Coordinating Council

The Interagency Coordinating Council was established by the
1978 amendments to the Rehabilitation Act to coordinate and
facilitate the effective Federal implementation of Title V of the
Act. Eight Federal agencies with enforcement or coordination
functions with regard to these provisions are represented on the
Council. These agencies are: the Departments of Justice, Labor,
Health and Human Services, Education, and Interior; the
Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board; the
Office of Personnel Management; and the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission. The Council is chaired by the Assistant
Attorney General for Civil Rights.

The Council has drafted its own annual report, which was
submitted to Congress and the President on August 7, 1989, and
which details its activities for July, 1988 to June, 1989. During
FY 1989 the Council met three times and considered two major
issues: availability of Government records in alternative formats;
and Title V coverage of persons with Acquired Immune Deficiency
syndrome (AIDS) and related conditions. Consideration of these two
issues by the Council during FY 1989 are highlighted in its annual
report as follows:

o During the year, the Council decided to issue guidance to
Federal agencies on the obligation to make Government
records and publications available in alternative formats,
e.g., Braille, audio tape, or large type that are usable
by persons who have impaired vision.

o Under Executive Order 12250, 3 C.F.R., 1980 comp., p. 298,
the Department of Justice, which chairs the Council, is
responsible, inter alia, for coordinating the goverrment-
wide implementation of section 504 of the Rehabilitation
Act of 1973, 29 U.S.C. § 794, which prohibits
discrimination on the basis of handicap by Federal
executiN,-, agencies. Section 504 has been interpreted to
require the provision of auxiliary aids, including Brailled
or audiotaped material, to persons who have vision
impairments.

o In carrying out its government-wide coordination
obligations, the Department of Justice has issued a
prototype regulation to all Federal Executive agencies to
implement section 504 in their programs and activities, and
it has worked closely with each agency to ensure that
regulations consistent with this prototype are published.
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In add!.tion, the Department has issued technical assistance
guides to the executive agencies that explain these
requirements, provide advice about implementing procedures
to ensure that information is made available to persons
with vision impairments, and provide technical information
about obtaining Brailled or taped material or large print
documents.

o These efforts notwithstanding, the council has determined
that few agencies have implemented general policy guidance
that would enable agency staff to respond efficiently to
requests for material in alternative formats. Therefore,
the Council plans to issue additional policy guidance on
the provision of records in alternative formats for the
agencies' use to enhance Federal employee awareness of the
policy favoring the availability of alternative source
material in Brailled, taped, or large print form.

o The Council continues to monitor legislative and judicial
developments that affect the status of persons with AIDS
and related conditions, particularly the Civil Rights
Restoration Act's amendment of the Rehabilitation Act
definition of "individual with handicaps" as it applies to
employment under sections 503 and 504. Pub. L. 100-259,
§ 9, 102 Stat. 28 (1988). The Council will continue to
follow these legal developments.

Contact person: M. Stewart B. Oneglia
(202) 724-2222
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Rehabilitation Services Administration

Office of Developmental Programs

Section 621
Projects With Industry (PWI)
Federal Funds $17,350,000

PARTNERSHIP TO EXPAND JOB OPPORTUNITIES

PWI is a partnership between business, industry, labor, and
the rehabilitation community. The 1,:imary goal of this
discretionary grant program is to expand job opportunities for
people with disabilities in the competitive labor market.

PWI is a Federal government/private industry initiative
involving corporations, labor orga-dzations, trade associations,
foundations, and voluntary agencies, which operate through a
partnership with the rehabilitation community. The program
creates, as well as expands, job opiortunities for people with
disabilities in the competitive labor market. As part of this
program, training is pivvided for jobs in realistic work settings,
generally within commercial or industrial establishments, coupled
with supportive services to enhance pre- and post-employment
success oA7 people with disabilities in the marketplace. During
FY 1988, over 14,000 individuals with disabilities were
competitively employed, with an estimated average earaings of $205
a week, through DWI program services.

TRAINING GEARED TO JOB OPENINGS

The FY 1"89 appropriation funded 114 continuation projects
that were affiliated with more than 4,000 private corporations.
Each project is required by law to have an advisory council that
provides the mechanism for private sector participation in policy
making. This affords business and industry the opportunity to
provide input into the design and character of training programs
that are geared to existing job openings.

Jobs obtained under the program generally range from service-
type positions to those that are highly technical or managerial.
Examples of successful projects are as follows: (1) IBM is training
people with severe disabilities for jobs in data processing and
computer technology; (2) Chicagoland PWI, Inc., is training
individuals with disabilities for high demand positions in Computer
Aided Drafting (CAD); (3) Electronic Industrics Foundation is
coordinating the placement of individuals with disabilities in the
electronics industry; and (4) Human Resources Institute of the
AFL/CIO and the International Association of Machinists are
training people for jobs in union-related companies.
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PWI goes International

Attesting to the success and benefit of this initiative are
requests received by RSA for information and assistance in
developing PWI model programs in Africa and Israel.

PROGRAM ACCOUNTABILITY

Performance Indicators

The PWI program is entering a phase of greater program
accountability with the development and implementation of program
compliance indicators and on-site compliance reviews. In
accordance with the 1986 Amendments .:o the Rehabilitation Act,
indicators have been developed for use in determining the extent
to which each grantee is in compliance with the evaluation
standards previously developed and used to evaluate the PWI
program. Compliance indicators, minimum performance levels,
performance ranges and points for each indicator to measure the
effectiveness of individual projects in critical performance areas
were published in the Federal Register on August 31, 1989.
Beginning with FY 1990, these indicators will be used tc evaluate
performance to determine whether a grantee's application for
continuation funding should be approved. As a measure of past
performance, compliance with the indicators will also be a factor
in making new awards beginning in FY 1991.

On-site Complianr:e Re,7iews

Congressionally mandated on-site compliance reviews comenced
in FY 1989 with six visits and will continue through FY 1991. One
third (36) of the PWI projects funded in 1987 will be site-
visited before the end of FY 1991. At least 15 percent of the
grantees funded annually in subsequent years will receive on-site
complian_e reviews.

Contact: Leo J. Fger
(202) 732-1344
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Rehabilitation Services Administration

Office of Program Operations

Section 631
State Supported Employment Services program
Federal Funds $27,227,000

This formula grant program assists States to develop
collaborative supported employment (SE) programs with appropriate
p,:blic and private nonprofit organizations. The program is
intended to enable State VR agencies to provide individuals with
severe handicaps time-limited,post-employment services which lead
to SE. The State VR agency is responsible for the administration
of the program and for establishing cooperative agreements or
letters of understanding with private sources or other public
agencies in which the commitment for extended services for long-
term job support is secured. Funds for the program were
distributed on the basis of population, with no State receiving
less than $250,000.

Historically, SE developed as an alternative service delivery
model to traditional rehabilitation programs that failed to assist
individuals with severe handicaps achieve mainstream, integrated
employment. SE has demonstrated that these individuals can engage
in real work for competitive pay as part of America's work force.

One of the eligibility criteria for SE is based upon each
participant's inability to function independently in mainstream
employment without :ntensive extended job support services. Job
support services may be provided at the workplace for most
disability groups, or if appropriate, away from the workplace for
individuals who are seriously mentally ill. These extended
services must be required for the duration of the employment and
typically involve the continued provision cf training, supervision
and other services to the participant on a acheduled basis through
the use of a "job coach" or employment specialist.

RESEARCH AND TRAINING CENTER ON SUPPORTED EMPLOYMENT

The School of Education at Virginia Commonwealth University
was awarded a grant by NIDRR to develop and implement a
Rehabilitation Research and Training 2enter (RRTC) in SE for
persons with developmental disabilities and other severe
disabilities. The project period began on May 1, 1988, and extends
to April 30, 1993. This Center will expand the work of the current
RRTC which focused on improving the employability of persons with
mental retardation.

137

142



There are six major research projects in the expanded Center,
which correspond to the conceptual and regulltory framework of SE:

1. Conduct a study of SE policy. This will involve a
determination of which local and State SE policies are most
effective.

2. Study the implementation of the SE program at the local
level.

3. Investigate SE program implementation at the consumer level
Ansiettlsof'obreter_k_att'o'dent'flt.

4. Undertake a program evaluation and comvare the efficacy of
different SE models. Studies are proposed which will use
cost-benefit methodology and build on the management
information system already in place.

5. Research integration at the work site and associated
community participation by SE recipients.

6. Examine the transition from school-to-work of persons with
developmental disabilities.

A broad-based training and implementation plan accompanied
these research initiatives. Training activities will be provided
for: field-based internships directed at job trainers; a train-
the-trainer course; technical assistance to transition personnel;
a series of short two or three day introductory seminars; and two
national symposia for consensus-building and information sharing
in SE.

PANEL Op EXPERTS

A panel of national experts was recruited to consult with
selected RSA staff to identify barriers and solutions to the
successful continuation of SE. This panel held the first of six
semi-annual meetings on January 26, 1989, to begin to establish a
long-range strategic plan for SE's development.

FEDERAL INTERAGENCY WORK GROUP

A Federal Interagency Work.Group on Supported Employment was
formed to discuss long-term funding, programmatic and data collec-
tion issues in SE. This Work Group is comprised of representatives
from the Office of Special Education and Rehabilitative Services
(OSERS), the Department of Labor (DOL), the National ImAitute of
Mental Health (NIMH), the Health Care Financing Administration
(HCFA), the Social Security Administration (SSA), the Administra-
tion on Developmental Disabilities (ADD), the President's Committee
on Employment of People with Disabtlities (PCEPD), the Office of
Indian Education, the Committee fJr Purchase from the Blind and
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Other Severely Handicapped, the National Council on Disability, the
President's Committee on Mental Retardation, a State VR agency
director, and the Dole Foundation. The work group has begun to
identify major issues to be addressed regarding long-term funding
for SE, data collection neccA's, and interagency collaboration
strategies.

Contact Person: Fred Isbister, (202) 732-1297.
\
\
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Comprehensive Services for Independent Living
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Rehabilitation Services Administration
Office of Program Operations

Section 701
State Independent Living Rehabilitation Services Program

Federal Funds $12,678,000

The State Independent Living Rehabilitation Services (IL Part

A) program authorizes grants to assist State VR agencies to provide
comprehensive services for independent living to those individuals
whose disabilities are so severe that they do not presently have
the potential for employment, but who may benefit from VR services
that will enable them to live and function independently in the
family or community, and/or to secure and maintain appropriate

employment. Priority of services is given to those persons not
served by other provisions of the Act.

ADMINISTRATION AND FUNDING

Funds under the IL Part A program were distributed to 79
designated State agencies that chose to participate. This is a
formula grant program requiring a 10 percent State matching share.
Funds are distributed on the basis of population with a minimum
allotment of $200,000 for States and 1/8 of 1 percent for each
outlying area. The average award to States in FY 1989 was
$242,284.

The IL Part A program is administered by the State VR agency
according to an approved State plan which is the State's commitment

to, and presentation of, its goals and plans for IL services
throughout the State. The plan also serves as the basis on which
RSA monitors the IL Part A program in the State.

SERVICES PROVIDED

Services to eligible individuals with severe handicaps under

Part A of Title VII are provided in accordance with an

individualized written rehabilitation plan for independent living

and may include: counseling, housing, physical and mental
restoration, attendant care, transportation, inte,Treter services

for deaf individuals, reading and other services for blind
individuals, recreation services, vocational and other training,
job placement, referral services, telecommunication, sensory and
other technological aids and devices, services to family members
(when such services will contribute substantially to the improved
ability of the individual to function independently), services to
children of preschool age, appropriate preventative services to
decrease the needs of individuals assisted under this program for
similar services in the future, and any other vocational
rehabilitation services appropriate to the independent living
rehabilitation needs of the individual with severe disabilities.
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PERSONS SERVED

The most recent data available indicates that a total of
15,413 persons were served in FY 1988; the major disability
categories were orthopedic impairments, including spinal cord
injuries and amputations (42 percent), visual impairments
(32 percent), and hearing impairments (7 percent). Services were
provided ti,rough State agencies and providers as well as through
local and ,.ivate nonprofit agencies, organizations and facilities.
Examples of needs addressed by the State programs include:
transition from school to work programs, advocacy and community
awareness activities, pre-vocational programs for persons with
chronic mental illness, community integration for persons with
severe disabilities in areas of urban and rural poverty,
development of independent living programs for American Indians
residing on reservations, and deinstitutionalization programs for
persons with severe physical disabilities.

CASELOAD STATISTICS

Pre-active caseload

A total of 15,975 individuals were in the pre-active caseloads
of State agencies administering IL Part A during FY 1989. Of this
total, more than three-fourths or 12,426 applied for services
during the fiscal year. Over half (59.2 percent) of those in thepre-active caseload were determined eligible for services; anadditional 16.5 percent were determined ineligible for services and
24.3 percent were awaiting decisions at the end of the year.

Active caseload

The 9,455 individuals accepted for IL Part A services during
FY 1989 encompassed 54.7 percent of the 17,283 clients in the
active caseload. Cases closed during the year for various reasons
represented an additional 42.7 percent of the total available. Ofthese, individuals who no longer needed services for reasons other
than employment and referral to the VR program accounted for the
largest proportion of closures. These clients comprised nearlyone-half of the 7,377 individuals closed from the program duringFY 1989. One in eight (12.1 percent) of cases closed no longer
needed IL Part A services because of employment and 5.6 percent
were referred to VR. Reasons other than the seven specified on the
report form were cited for 20.0 percent of those closed. There
were 9,906 cases (57.3 percent of the total) on hand in the active
caseload at the end of FY 198t-:.
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Client Profile

Client and program data are reported separately for cases
closed during the year and cases remaining in the active caseload
at the end of the year. Since the percent distributions among the
data items are not significantly different for these two groups,
the discussion is limited to the characteristics of tne clientele
closed from the program during FY 1989.

Age (as of October 1, 1988)

Age is reported annually for each client served by State IL
agencies. One-third of those closed from the IL Part A program
during FY 1989 were at least 65 ye_irs old at the beginning of their

closure year. The median age of persons closed from IL Part A is

52.8 years, roughly 20 years older than the typical client

rehabilitated by State VR agencies (mean age for persons
rehabilitated in FY 1988 was 33.3 years).

Sex

As in the VR Services program, the majority (55.3 percent) of
the individuals closed from the IL Part A program were men.

Race/ethnicitv

One in six (16.3 percent) of the persons closed from the IL
Part A program during FY 1989 was a member of a racial minority
group. Hispanics, regardless of race, represented about five
percent of the total closed.

Disability (major disabling conditipnl

Orthopedic impairments (except amputations) are the most
common disabling conditions for individuals closed during FY 1989.
More than a third (35.2 percent) of those closed were
orthopedically impaired. A subset of this group, spinal cord
injury, accounted for 10.9 percent of the total closed. Visual
impairments (blindness and other visual impairments) comprised 31.6
percent, and individuals who also had a secondary disabling
condition represented 36.1 percent of the total.

Services _provided

The Form RSA-7A includes 16 broad groups of comprehensive
services for independent living. Counseling was the most
frequently provided category of services. More than half (53.2
percent) of those closed during FY 1989 received some kind of

counseling service. Additional services received by large
percentages of the IL Part A clients closed in FY :.989 included:
a) physical and mental restoration (29.1 percent); b) aeivocacy and
referral services (27.9 percent); and c) daily living services.
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Other services, including additional VR services appropriate to the
independent living rehabilitation needs of the individual, were
provided to 34.2 percent.

IL IWRP goals

There are six major categories used to clasify goals
identified in the IWRPs of IL Part A clients. Most (57.2 percent)
of the individuals closed during FY 1989 had programs which
specified services necessary to improve their ability to take care
of themselves (self-care) and half included mobility as a goal.
Individuals eligible for IL Part A services should not be potential
candidates for employment when they apply for services;
consequently, only 5.2 percent of the ILR clients closed during FY
1989 stated vocation as an IL goal.

One way to evaluate the effectiveness of comprehensive
services for independent living is to look at the proportion of
clients who achieved their IWRP goals. Generally about three-
quarters of the persons who identified specific goals in their
IWRPs had met those goals when they were closed from the program.
The area with the highest level of achievement was mobility (79.2
percent met this goal). This was followed by residential (78.0
percent) and self-care (76.7 percent). The lowest level of
achievement (71.5 percent) was reported by those with educational
goals. For additional information see the statistical tables in
Appendix H.

Contact person: Dora Teimouri, Phone: 732-1397
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Part B

Centers for Independent Living
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Rehabilitation Services Administration

OfLice of Developmental Programs

Section 711
Centers for Independent Living
Federal Funds $26,000,000

The Title VII, Part El discretionary grant program establishes
and operates Centers for Independent Living (CILs) in every State,
the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and
American Samoa. Entities who may apply for a grant to 7.-ln,
establish, or operate a CIL are State VR agencies, o ts

does not submit an application within three months he
beginning of a fiscal year, local public agencies ate
nonprofit organizations within the State. CILs are c ity-
based, consumer-controlled, non-residential, nonprofit
organizations providing a combination of services that env/1)1e

individuals with severe disabilities to live in the community and
nome with the maximum degree of self-direction and independence.
CILs must have a principal governing board, 51% of whose member;
are individuals with disabilities. CILs serve people with a range
of disabilities. CIL services are provided to individuals and
groups. Approximately one-fourth of a Center's efforts are
directed towards increasing the accessibility of community
services, organizations, agencies, businesses, and increasing
opportunities for individuals with severe disabilities to
participate fully in society.

TYPES OF SERVICES PROVIDED

Independent living services in Centers nationwide include
independent living skills training, advocacy, information and.

referral, peer counseling, housing assistan^e, transportation,
equipment and adaptive aid loans, personal care attendant training
and referral, job readiness training, mobility training,
interpreting services, reading services, technical assistance with
pccessibility, community education, transition from school to work
or institution to community living, and other services.

ACTIVITIES AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS

o The FY 1989 appropriation was used to fund 141 grants awarded
to 97 grantees, including 54 State VR agencies, 42 nonprrfit
organizations, and one university.

o There is at least one federally funded Center in every State,
the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and
American Samoa, with the maximum number of centers in a single
State being 12 (Michigan).
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o The 141 grants support CILs in 196 locations.

o The average grant award is $200,000.

o Of the 141 grants, 37 are supplemental awards made to centers
either to provide independent living services to facilitate
transition from school or institution to community
living or employment or to expand services to additionLl
grouts of persons with disabilities.

o Pursuant to the 1986 Amendments to the Rehabilitation Act,
the indicators that will measure compliance with program
evaluation standards are being finalized and will be published
in the Federal Register in 1990.

o A plan was developed to implement the statutory requirement
to conduct on-site compliance reviews by the end of FY 1991
of at least one-third A the grantees receiving funding in
fiscal year 1987. Site visits will commence in 1990.

o A new Directory of federally funded CILs was compiled for
release in January 1990.

o Planning was initiated in anticipation of FY 1991, when all
funds appropriated for this program, except for those needed
to continue a small number of new projects initiated in
FY 1990, will be used to fund new projects on a competitive
basis.

o Centers are implementing the concept of cooperative home
ownership to make affordable accessible housing available to
people with disabilities.

o Centers are identifying and providing services to people with
disabilities who are homeless.

o Centers are providing technical assistance to city governments
that result in architecturally and communicationally
accessible social services, such as shelters for battered
women, for all persons with disabilities.

Contact: Deidre Davis
(202) 732-1326 (V/TDD)
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Part C

Independent Living Services for Older Blind
Individuals
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Rehabilitation Services Administration

Office of Developmental Programs

Section 721
Independent Living Services For Older Blind Individuals
Federal Funds $5,700,000

Section 721 of the Act authorizes competitive discretionary
grants to State VR agencies which may directly provide services or
make subgrants to other public agencies or private nonprofit
organizations. Twenty-eight continuation projects were funded in
FY 1989 with an orerage grant of $200,000. This specialized
program provides independent living services for persons who have
a severe visual impairment and who are age 55 and older to help
them adjust to their disability and live more independently in

their homes and communities. For example:

o One project provides a wide array of comprehensive independent
living services to older clients who are blind by establishing
a community support network of service providers through
community agencies and organizations or by adding new and
expanding existing services through contractual relationships.

o Another project attributes its program success to the fact
that all their contracted Independent Living Centers have
trained consumers who are blind providing the bulk of the
services to clients.

o One project has established a State network of services by
involving 16 area agencies on aging, 25 vocational
rehabilitation area offices, a statewide itinerant
rehabilitation teaching network and the statewide blind
vendors program.

o Several projects place great emphasis on services for older
individuals with severe visual impairments who live in
residential care facilities, retirement homes, and senior
citizen housing.

o Many projects address the expanded needs of older individuals
with severe visual impairments by instituting statewide,
locally managed loan equipment services and free adaptive
device servicing programs; developing linkages that emphasize
mental health issues of seniors citizens with severe visual
impairments; developing networks of volunteers; and responding
to the unique needs of older individuals with severe visual
impairments, especially those in underserved areas.

Contact: Yvonne Neal, Phone: (202) 732-1410
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS

1. Caseload Statuses: There are 16 status classifications in
the rehabllitation caseload system coded in even numbers from 00
to 32 (code 04 is excluded) which signify progress and decision
points in the vocational rehabilitation (VR) process. Form RSA-
113 (Quarterly Cumulative Caseload Report) captures information
on 14 of these statuses (02 to 30) which are defined below: 1/

a. Status 02 - Applicant: As soon as an individual signs a
document requesting vocational rehabilitation (VR) services,
he or she is placed into Status 02 and is designated as an
applicant. While in Status 02, sufficipnt information is
developed to make a determination of eligibility (Status 10)
or ineligibility (Status 08) for VR services, or a decision
is made to place the individual in extended evaluation
(Status 06) prior to making this determination.

b. Status 06 - Extended evaluation: An applicant is placed
into this status when a counselor has certified him or her
for extended evaluation allowing certain services to be
provided to help in determining rehabilitation potential.
Individuals placed into this etatus may be moved to either
Status 10 (accepted for VR) or Status 08 (not accepted for
VR) at any time within the 18-month period allowed to
complete the eligibility determination.

c. Status 08 - Closed from applicant or extended evaluation
statuses: This status is used to identify all persons not
accepted for VR services, whether closed from applicant
status (02) or extended evaluation (06).

d. Active caseload statuses: An individual who has been
certificid as meeting the basic eligibility requirements is
accepted for Vic, designated as an active case, and placed
into Status 10. The active statuses are:

Status 10 - Individualized Written Rehabilitation
Program (IWRP) development: While in this status, the
case study and diagnosis are completed to provide a
basis far the formulation of the IWRP. The individual
remains in this status until the rehabilitation program
is written and approved.

1/ - The other two statuses are 00 (Referral) on which
information is not collected as it is limited and unevenly
applied by State agencies and 32 (post-employment services) for
which data are obtained on another reporting document (Form RSA
62).
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Status 12 - individualized Written Rehabilitation
Program (IWRP) completed: After the IWRP has been
written and approved, the client is placed into Statrs
12 until services have been actually initiated.

Status 14 - Counseling and guidance only: This status
is used for those individuals having an approved
program which outlines counseling, guidance and
placement as the only services required to prepare the
client for employment.

Status 16 - Physical or mental restoration: Clients
receiving any physical or mental restoration services
(e.g. surgery, psychiatric treatment or being fitted
with an artificial appliance) are placed into this
status until services are completed or terminated.

Status 18 - Training: This status is used to identify
persons who are actually receiving academic, business,
vocational, or personal and vocational adjustment
training from any source.

Status 20 - Ready for employment: A case is placed
into this status when the client has completed
preparation for employment and is ready to accept a job
but has not yet been placed, or has been placed into,
but has not yet begun, employment.

Status 22 - In employment: When an individual has been
prepared for, been placed in, and begun employment, his
or her case is placed into Status 22. The client must
be observed in this status for a minimum of 60 days
before the case can be closed rehabilitated (Status
26).

Status 24 - Service interrupted: A case is placed in
this status if services are interrupted while the
client is in Status 14, 16, 18, 20 or 22.

e. Active caseload closure statuses: A client remains in the
active caseload until completion of the IWRP or case
termination. Closures from the active caseload are
classified in one of the followlng three categories:

Status 26 - Rellabilitated: Active cases closed
rehabilitated must as a minimum (1) have been declared
eligible for services, (2) have received appropriate
diagnostic and related services, (3) have had a program
for VR services formulated, (4) have completed the
program, (5) have been provided counseling, and (6)
have been determined to be suitably employed for a
minimum of 60 days.

154

icJ



Status 28 - Closed other reasons after 1WRP initiated:
Cases closed into this category from Statuses 14
through 24 must have met criteria (1), (2) and (3)
and at least one of the services provided for by the
IWRP must have initiated, but, for some reason, one or
more of criteria (4), (5), and (6) above were not met.

Status 30 - Closed other reasong before IWRP initiated:
Closures from the active caseload placed into Status 30
are those cases which, although accepted for VR
services, did not progress to the point that
rehabilitation services were actually initiated under a
rehabilitation plan (closures from Statuses 10 and 12).

2. Active caseload: The number of cases in the active Statuses
(10 to 30).

3. Active cases served: The total number of active cases
available during the period--the sum of new active cases and
active cases on hand at the beginning of the fiscal year.
It is also the sum of the number of cases closed from the
active statuses and the number on hand at the end of the
fiscal year.

4. Persons served: Identical in meaning to "active cases
served."

5. Severely disabled: Cases of individuals who fall into any
of the four categories listed below: 1. Clients with major
disabling conditions such as blindness and deafness, which
are automatically included, and other disabilities as
qualified, such as a respiratory disorder with sufficient
loss of breath capacity; 2. Clients who, at any time in the
VR process, had been Social Security Disability Insurance
(SSDI) beneficiaries; 3. Clients who at any time in the VR
process had been recipients of Supplemental Security Income
(SSI) payments by reason of blindness or disability; and 4.
Other individual cases with documented evidence of
substantial loss in conducting certain specified activities.

6. Severely disabled caseload: The number of cases in the
active caseload of severely disabled persons.

7. Rehabilitation rate: The number of cases closed
rehabilitated as a percent of all cases closed from the
active caseload. (Rehabilitations as a percent of the sum
of rehabilitations and non-rehabilitations.)

8. Acceptance rate: The number of cases accepted for VR as a
percent of all cases process.ld for eligibility.
(Acceptances as a percent of the sum of 1-:ceptances and non-
acceptances.)
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TABLE I

Rehabilitation Services

Rehabilitation Act, as Amended:

1988

Appropriation
189

Appropriation

Evaluation - Section 14 $ 1,000,000 $ 1,000,000

Tit:le I:

Basic State Grants - Sec. 100(b) (1) 1,376,051,250 1,446,375,000
Indians - Set-Aside - Sec. 110(d)(1) 3,448,750 3,625,000

Subtotal 1,379,500,000 1,450,000,000

Client Assistance - Sec. 112 7,500,000 7,775,000

'title II: NIDRR 51,100,00,) 53,525,000

Title III:

Training - Sec. 304 30,000,000 30,500,000

Special Demon. Programs - Sec. 310 16,590,000 17,200,000
Migratory Workers - Sec. 310 1,100,000 1,100,000
Supported Employment - Sec. 311(d) 9,520,000 9,520,000
Model Transitional Grants - Sec. 311(e) 475,000 475,000
Special Recreational Programs - Sec. 316 2,470,000 2,620,000

Title VI:

Projects With industry - Sec. 623 17,000,000 17,350,000
Supported Employment - Sec. 631 25,935,000 27,227,000

Title VII:

Comprehensive Services - Sec. 741
Part A 12,310,000 12,678,000
Centers for Independent Living
Sec. 741, Part B 25,500,000 26,000,000
Services for Older Blind Individuals
Sec. 741, Part C 5,600,000 5,790,000

Helen Keller National Center Act:

Helen Keller National Center 4,800,000 4,900,000

Total $1,590,400,000 $1,667,570,000
111111/12T.A
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FISCAL YEAR 1989

c.4

.4
CO<
H

STATE
IN/TIAL

GRANT (1)

FEDERAL AND STATE EXPENDITURES AND REQUIRED STATE MATCH
SECTION 110

FINAL FEDERAL STATE REQUIRED
GRANT(3) EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES MATCH

MAINTENANCE
OF

EFFORT
REQUIRED (5)

U.S. TOTAL $1,446,375,000 01,446,375,000 01,411,437,641 0425,970,507 0361,403,017 0380,520,171

ALABAMA 033,111,789 033,355,346 033,555,346 010,584,781 08,416,423 09,018,984
ALASKA $4,821,250 04,838,011 04,838,011 03,723,254 01,213,136 03,723,254
ARIZONA 018,787,423 019,072,474 019,072,474 04,791,046 04,791,046 03,980,588
ARKANSAS 019,400,612 019,665,722 019,665,722 05,681,732 04,934,911 05,680,576
CALIFORNIA 0A14,896,263 0116,239,977 0116,239,977 029,188,656 029,188,657 034,791,372
COLORADO 016,129,827 016,129,827 016,129,827 04,043,639 04,043,639 03,590,134
CONNECTIC.i 012,312,377 012,430,226 012,430,226 05,679,020 .;3,115,564 04,738,035
DELAWARE $4,821,250 04,841,250 04,841,250 01,473,689 01,213,991 01,491,195
DIST OF COLUM 08,542,605 08,643,162 08,602,648 06,283,176 02,153,996 05,771,798
FLORIDA 061.684,894 062,556,297 062,556,297 016,041,364 $15,698,398 4.13.844,357
GEORGIA 040,528,792 040,978,792 040,978,792 010,727,101 010,281,899 09,331,713
HAWAII 05,163,296 05,163,296 05,163,296 01,372,522 01,295,110 01,238,346
IDAHO 06,836,614 86,938,146 06,938,146 01,936,134 01,739,671 01,893,148
II.LINOIS 055,775,637 056,506,418 056,506,418 016,546,529 014,167,111 012,557,303
INDIANA 036,267,041 036,555,220 036,555,220 09,160,841 09,160,840 08,047,347
IOWA 017,709,242 017,409,242 017,409,242 04,397,275 04,358,893 03,8411,116
KANSAS 013,876,268 013,982,969 013,982,969 03,508,180 03,500,042 02,9b0,432
KENTUCKY 029,069,300 029,764,584 $29,764,584 07,505,610 07,461,251 06,661,058
LOUISIANA 033,070,864 031,799,020 031,799,020 07,950,237 07,950,238 07,214,603
MAINE 08,875,705 08,987,470 08,987,470 02,331,124 02,252,923 02,278,933
MARYLAND 021,308.156 021,552,484 021,552,484 07,626,841 05,404,251 06,936,7C4
MASSACHUSETTS 030,331,237 630,626,956 030,626,924 08,836,727 07,674,452 08,303,205
MICHIGAN 052,226,424 $51,926,424 $51,363,395 013,299,429 012,887,129 $11,116,722
MINNESOTA 024,517,274 024,815,524 $24,815,524 08,642,678 06,22C,762 08,356,803
MISSISSIPPI 024,271,825 $24,604,267 024,604,267 06,169,958 $6,169,958 05,556,463
MISSOURI 032,912,233 $33,036,964 $33,036,964 09,185,353 08,288,431 07,861,956
MONTANA 05,663,307 ,"5,743,622 05,739,712 01,439,816 01,439,816 01,202,127
NEBRASKA 09,667,747 69,137,747 09,137,747 02,284,437 02,283,007 02,227,084
NEVADA 04,821,250 04,886,353 04,886,353 01,761,576 01,225,083 01,545,152
NEW HAMPSHIRE 05,869,306 05,936,331 05,936,331 01,665,927 01,488,789 01,320,494
NEW JERSEY 032,443,388 032,770,378 032,731,935 $9,010,055 08,204,929 08,063,964
NEW MEXICO 010,992,238 011,148,382 $11,133,718 02,802,068 02,796,572 02,356,498
NEW YORK 085,680,715 086,615,850 086,615,851 025,256,400 021,708,873 024,418,340
NORTH CAROLINA 046,191,341 046, 817, 569 046,662,008 *24,879,645 011,697,258 021,750,257
NORTH DAKOTA 04,821,250 04,821,250 04,821,250 01,209,021 01,209,022 01,064,417



STATE
INITIAL

GRANT (1)
FINAL

GRANT(3)
FEDERAL

EXPENDITURES
STATE

EXPENDITURES
REQUIRED

MATCH

MAINTENANCE
OF

EFFORT
REQUIRED (5)

OHIO 067, 628, 127 068,476,835 068,476,835 017,192,473 017,192,472 014,723,190
OKLAHOMA 021, 637, 162 021,637,162 021,637,162 05,420,686 05,420,686 04,933.418
OREGON 016, 357, 795 016,157,795 016,153,717 04,106,141 04,044.191 03.509,803
PENNSYLVANIA 973, 279, 649 074.183,214 074,183,214 018,594,129 018,594,129 017,877,239
RHODE ISLAND 05, 906, 049 05,844,049 I05,840,785 01,464,276 01,463,372 01,239,897
SOUTH CAROLINA 026, 546, 287 026,920,084 026,920,084 015,241,111 06,750,075 015,246,622
SOUTH DAKOTA *5, 276, 706 05,319,733 *5,316,560 01,332,106 01,332,105 01,170,868
TENNESSEE 936, 286, 087 036,286,087 036,286,087 09,099,747 09,099,748 08,069,927
TEXAS 093, 346, 817 094,605,551 094,605,551 030.561,098 *23,720,557 026,143,815
UTAH *11, 793, 054 *11,960,349 *11,960,349 03,001,620 03,001,278 02,658,583
VERMONT 04, 821, 250 04,871,859 04,871,859 02,023,515 01,221,476 01,089,883
VIRGINIA *32, 426. 852 032,817,910 032,817,910 09,982,030 *8,229,717 09,368,027
WASHINGTON 022, 926, 566 *23,233,682 023,233,682 05,868,274 05,827,725 *5,394,756
WEST VIRGINIA 015, 710, 889 *15,924,605 *15,924,605 09.373,849 *3,989,804 09,760,383
WISCONSIN 030, 579, 475 *29,379,475 *29,379,475 07,344,869 07,340,035 07,197,461
WyOMING *4, 621, 250 04,858,392 04,858,392 01,491,439 01,218,895 91,339,889
AMERICAN SAMOA 0393, 012 0393,012 0390,789 00 097,934 00
GUAM el, 380, 538 01,321,370 01,321,370 *217,968 0331,132 073,987
N. MAR. ISLANDS 0231, 764 *231,764 0179,686 00 044,241 00
PALAU el, 305, 056 ( 2 ) 0158,936 069,290 *17,323 017,042 011,833
PUERTO RICO 038, 835, 238 030,098,034 026,126,489 06,531,622 *6,522,298 05,857,025
VIRGIN ISLANDS *1, 186, 637 *1,197,352 *1,197,352 0110,390 0300,036 *88,887

(1) THE INITIAL GRANT IS BASED ON THE PER CAPITA INCOME FOR CALENDAR
YEARS 1983, 1984, AND 1985. PUBLISHED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE,
BUREAU OF ECONOMIC ANALYSIS - BEA 86-41, DATED SEPTEMDER 9, 1986.
POPULATION IS BASED ON THE POPULATION AS OF JULY 198,, PUBLISHED BY
THE BUREAU OF CENSUS NEWS RELEASE - CB 87-205, DATED DECEMBER 30, 1987.

(2) UNDER THE COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION ACT OF 1985, TRUST TERRITORIES
ARE NOT ELIGIBLE TO RECEIVE FEDERAL rumps FROM THE DEPARTMEN' OF
EDUCATION. THE AMOUNT SHOWN FOR PALAU WAS AWARDED TO THE TEREE ENTITIES
BASRD ON POPULATION: MARSHALL ISLANDS, 0339,315; FEDERATED STATES OF
MICRONESIA, 0822,185; AND PALAU, 0143,556.

t3) REALLOCATION FUNDS ARE DISTRIBUTED TO STATES AND TERRITORIES BASED
ON POPULATION AND PER CAPITA INCOME AND THE STATES' AND TERRITORIES'
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDS.

(4) P.L. 98-213 AND P.L. 98-454 GRA4TS AMERICAN SAMOA, NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS,
GUAM AND THE VIRGIN ISLANDS A WAIVER OF 0200,000 IN STATE MATCHING FUNDS.

(5) THE MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT PROVISION UNDER THE REHABILITATION ACT OF
1973 AS AMENDED, REQUIRES THAT STATES MAINTAIN NON-FEDERAL FUNWNG IN AN
AMOUNT AT LEAST EQUAL TO THE AVERAGE OF THE THREE PRIOR FISCAL YEARS.
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TABLE III

FY 1989
FEDERAL FUNDS
CLIENT ASSISTANCE

STATE
INITIAL

GRANT (1)
(A)

FINAL
GRANT (2)

(B)

DIFFERENCE
(B-A)

U.S. TOTAL $7,775,000 $7,775,000 $0

ALkBAMA $110,268 $110,268 $0
ALASKA $75,000 $75,000 $0
ARIZONA $91,447 $91,447 $0
ARKANSAS $75,000 $75,928 $928
CALIFORNIA $747,101 $747,301 $0
COLORADO $89,017 $90 98 $1,281
CONNECTICUT $86,721 $87,970 $1,249
DELAWARE $75,000 $72,500 ($2,500)
DIST OF COL $75,000 $75,380 $380
FLORIDA $324,708 $324,708 $0
GEORGIA $168,039 $168,039 ;0
HAWAII $75,000 $75,455 $455
IDAHO $75,000 $75,000 $0
ILLINOIS $312,798 $317,299 $4,501
INDIANA $149,376 $151,525 $2,149
IOWA $76,538 $76,538 $0
KANSAS $75,000 $75,962 $962
KENTUCKY $100,656 $102,104 $1,448
LOUISIANA $120,479 $122.212 $1,733
MAINE $75,000 $75,461 $461
MARYLAND $122,479 $124,241 $1,762
MASSACHUSETTS $158,127 $160,402 $2,275
MICHIGAN $248,466 $252,041 $3,575
MINNESOTA $114,673 $116,323 $1,650
MISSISSIPPI $75,000 $76,020 $1,020
MISSOURI $137,818 $139,801 $1,983
MONTANA $75,000 $75,000 $0
NEBRASKA $75,000 $75,000 $0
NEVADA $75,000 $75,391 $391
NEW HAMPSHIRE $75,000 $75,411 $411
NEW JERSEY $207,199 $210,180 _,981
NEW MEXICO $75,000 $75,583 $583
NEW YORK $481,404 $488,331 $6,927
NORTH CAROLINA $173,197 $148,197 ($25,000)
NORTH DAKOTA $75,000 $75,000 $0
OHIO $291,246 $291,246 $0
OKLAHOMA $88,368 $89,639 $1,271



FY 89 CLIENT ASSISTANCE (Continued)

STATE
INITIAL

GRANT (1)
(A)

FINAL
GRANT (2)

(B)
DIFFERENCE

(B-A)

OREGON $75,000 $76,058 $1,058
PENNSYLVANIA $322,358 $326,996 $4,638
RHODE ISLAND $75,000 $75,383 $383
SOUTH CAROLINA $92,500 $92,500 $0
SOUTH DAKOTA $75,000 $75,276 $276
TENNESSEE $131,121 $133,008 $3.887
TEXAS $453,424 $458,424 $5,000
UTAH $75,000 $75,653 $653
VERMONT $75,000 $75,212 $212
VIRGINIA $159,451 $161,746 $2,295
WASHINGTON $122,559 $124,323 $1,764
WEST VIRGINIA $75,000 $75,737 $737
WISCONSIN $129,824 $131,692 $1,868
WYOMING $75,000 $75,104 $104
AMERICAN SAMOA $45,000 $45,000 $0
GUAM $45,000 $45,000 $0
N. MAR. ISLANDS $45,000 $45,000 $0
PALAU $45,000 (3) $9,950 ($35,050)
PUERTO RICO $88,638 $89,913 $1,275
VIRGIN ISLANDS $45,000 $45,024 $24

(1) BASED ON POPULATION AS OF JULY 1, 1987, AS PUBLISHED BY
THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, THE CENSUS BUREAU NEWS RELEASE
CB 87-205, DATED DECEMBER 30, 1987.

(2) REALLOCATION FUNDS ARE DISTRIBUTED TO STATES AND
TERRITORIES BASED ON POPULATION AND THE STATES' REQUEST FOR
ADDITIONAL FUNDS.

(3) THE AMOUNT SHOWN FOR PALAU WAS AWARDED TO: MARSHALL
ISLANDS, $11,700; MICRONESIA, $28,350; AND PALAU, $4,950.
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TABLE IV

FY 1989
FEDERAL FUNDS

SUPPORTED EMPLOYMENT

STATE
INITIAL

GRANT (1)
(A)

FINAL
GRANT (2)

(B)

DIFFERENCE
(B-A)

U.S. TOTAL $27,227,000 $27,227,000 $0

ALABAMA $402,387 $416,363 $13,976

ALASKA $250,000 $251,799 $1,799

ARIZONA $333,697 $333,697 $0

ARKANSAS $250,000 $258,175 $8,175

CALIFORNIA $2,726,251 $2,726,250 ($1)

COLORADO $324,827 $336,110 $11,283

CONNECTICUT $316,450 $327,443 $10,993

DELAWARE $250,000 $250,000 $0

DIST OF COL $250,000 $250,000 $0

FLORIDA $1,184,891 $1,226,051 $41,160

GEORGIA $613,190 $613,190 $0

HAWAII $250,000 $250,000 $C

IDAHO $250,000 $208,000 ($42,000)

ILLINOIS $1,141,429 $1,181,079 $39,650

INDIANA $545,092 $545,092 $0

IOWA $279,296 $279,296 $0

KANSAS $250,000 $255,820 $5,820

KENTUCKY $367,304 $327,304 ($40,000)

LOUISIANA $439,640 $439,640 $0

MAINE $250,000 $254,063 $4,063
MARYLAND $446,933 $462,458 $15,525

MASSACHUSETTS $577,022 $597,067 $20,045

MICHIGAN $906,678 $783,763 ($122,915)

MINNESOTA $418,452 $432,988 $14,536

MISSISSIPPI $258,699 $258,699 $0

MISSOURI $502,910 $508,385 $5,476
MONTANA $250,000 $250,868 $868

NEBRASKA $250,000 $255,457 $5,457
NEVADA $250,000 $253,447 $3,447
NEW HAMPHIRE $250,000 $253,619 $3,619
NEW JERILY $756,090 $782,355 $26,265

NEW MEXICO $250,000 $250,000 $0

NEW YORK $1,756,690 $1,756,690 $0

NORTH CAROLINA $632,014 $647,088 $15,074

NORTH DAKOTA $250,000 $252,301 $2,301
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FY 89 SUPPORTED EMPLOYMENT (Continued)

STATE
INITIAL

GRANT (1)
(A)

FINAL
GRANT (2)

(B)
DIFFERENCE

(B-A)

OHIO $1,062,785 $1,062,785 $0
OKLAHOMA $322,462 $333,663 $11,201
OREGON $268,455 $277,781 $9,326
PENNSYLVANIA $1,176,317 $1,217,179 $40,862
RHODE ISLAND $250,000 $230,000 ($20,000)
SOUTH CAROLINA $337,541 $337,541 $0
SOUTH DAKOTA $250,000 $252,428 $2,428
TENNESSEE $478,471 $478,471 $0
TEXAS $1,654,590 $1,654,590 $0
UTAH $250,000 $250,000 $0
VERMONT $250,000 $250,000 $0
VIRGINIA $581,851 $595,729 $13,878
WASHINGTON $447,229 $462,765 $15,536
WEST VIRGINIA $25C,000 $256,494 $6,494
WISCONSIN $473,740 $473,740 $0
WYOMING $250,000 $250,000 $0
AMERICAN SAMOA $41,337 $41,337 $0
GUAM $41,337 $41,337 $0
N. MAR. ISLANDS $41,337 $41,337 $0
PALAU $4,821 $4,821 $0
PUERTO RICO $323,448 $198,989 ($124,459)
VIRGIN ISLANDS $41,337 $41,456 $119

(1) BASED ON POPULATION AS OF JULY 1, 1987, AS PUBLISHED BY THE
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, THE CENSUS BUREAU NEWS RELEASE CB 87-205,
DATED DECEMBER 30, 1987.

(2) REALLOCATION FUNDS ARE DISTRIBUTED TO STATES AND TERRITORIES
BASED ON POPULATION AND THE STATES' AND TERRITORIES' REQUEST FOR
ADDITIONAL FUNDS.

1 Nr.1I
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TABLE V

FISCAL YEAR 1989
FEDERAL FUNDS AND REQUIRED STATE MATCH

INDEPENDENT LIVING PART A

INITIAL FINAL REQUIRED
STATE GRANT (1 ) GRANT (2) DIFFERENCE MATCH

( A ) ( B ) (B-A) (C)

U. S. TOTAL $12, 678, 000 $12, 677, 996 ( $-I.: $1, 408, 525

ALABAMA $200, 000 $201, 723 *1, 723 $22, 411
ALASKA $200, 000 $200, 193 $193 $22, 241
ARIZONA $200, 000 $200, 000 $0 $22, 220
ARKANSAS $200, 000 $201, 089 *1, 089 $22, 341
CALIFORNIA $980, 676 $880, 676 *0 $97, 843
COLORADO $200, 000 $201, 391 $1, 391 $22, 375
CONNECTICUT $200, 000 $201, 355 *1, 355 $22, 371
DELAWARE $200, 000 $200, 236 $236 $22, 246
DIST OF COL $200, 000 $200, 000 $0 *22, 220
FLORIDA $382, 767 $387, 840 85, 073 *43, 089
GEORGIA $200, 000 $202, 625 *2, 625 *22, 512
HAWAII $200, 000 $200, 397 $397 *22, 264
IDAHO $200, 000 $200, 366 $366 $22, 261
ILLINOIS $368, 726 $373, 6i3 *4, 887 $41, 508
INDIANA $200, 000 $200, 000 *0 $22, 220
IOWA $200, 000 $201, 196 *1, 196 $22, 353
KANSAS $200, 000 v201, 045 *1, 045 *22, 336
KENTUCKY $200, 000 $201, 573 *1, 573 *22, 395
LOUISIANA $200, 000 $201, 882 *1, 882 *22, 429
MAINE $200, 000 $200, 501 $501 *22, 276
MARYLAND $200, 000 $201, 913 *1, 913 *22, 433
MASSACHUSETTS $200, 000 $202, 470 *2, 470 *22, 494
MICHIGAN $292, 892 $289, 269 ( $3, 623) $32, 138
MINNESOTA $200, 000 $201, 791 $1, 791 $22, 419
MISSISSIPPI $200, 00u $200, 144 $144 *22, 236
MISSOURI $200, 000 $200, 000 $U $22, 220
MONTANA $200, 000 $200, 341 $3 41 $22, 258
NEBRASKA $200, 000 $200, 000 SO *22, 220
NEVADA $200, 000 $200, 370 $370 $22, 261
NEW HAMPSHIRE $200, 000 $200, 000 $0 $22, 220
NEW JERSEY $244, 247 $247, 484 $3, 237 $27, 495
NEW MEXICO $200, 000 $200, 550 $550 $22, 281
NEW YORK $567, 479 *575, 000 $7, 521 $63, 883
NORTH CAROLINA $204, 164 $206, 871 *2, 707 $22, 983
NORTH DAKOTA $200, 000 $200, 247 $247 $22, 247
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FY 89 INDEPENDENT LIVING - PART A

INITIAL FINAL REQUIREDSTATE GRANT (1) GRANT (2) DIFFERENCE MATCH
(A) (8) (13-A) (C)

OHIO $343,321 $347,872 $4,551 *38,649OKLAHOMA *200,000 *201,381 $1,381 $22,373OREGON $200,000 $201,150 *1,150 *22,348PENNSYLVANIA $379.997 $385,033 *5,036 $42,777RHODE ISLAND $200,000 $200,416 0416 $22,266SOUTH CAROLINA $200,000 *201,445 *1,445 $22,381SOUTH DAKOTA $200,000 $200,299 $299 $22,253TENNESSEE *200,000 *200,000 *0 $22,220TEXAS $534,496 $541,845 $7,349 $60,199UTAH *200,000 520C,709 $709 *22,299VERMONT $200,000 *200,201 *201 $22,242VIRGINIA *200,000 $202,492 *2,492 $22,497WASHINGTON *200,000 $201,916 *1,916 $22,433WEST VIRGINIA *200,000 $200,800 $800 $22,309WISCONSIN $200,000 *200,264 $264 $22,249WYOMING *200,000 $200,207 $207 *22,243AMERICAN SAMOA *15,847 *15,847 *0 $1,761GUAM *15,847 *15,847 $0 *1,761N. MAR. ISLANDS $15,847 (3) $0 ($15,847) $0PALAU *15,847 (4) $0 (315,847) *0PUERTO RICO $200,000 *160,274 ($39,726) $17,806VIRGIN ISLANDS *15,847 *15,847 *0 $1,761

(1) BASED ON POPULATION AS OF JULY 1, 1987, AS PUBLISHED BY THEDEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, THE CENSUS BUREAU HEWS RELEASE CB 87-205,DATED DECEMBER 30, 1987.

(2) REALLOCATION FUNDS ARE DISTRIBUTED TO STATES AND TERRITORIESBASED ON POPULATION AND THE STATES' AND TERRITORIES' REOUEST FORADDITIONAL FUNDS.

(3) THE AMOUNT SHOWN FOR NORTHELN MARIANA ISLANDS WAS REDISTRIBUTED TOOTHER STATE AGENCIES DURING THE REALLOTMENT PROCESS SINCE NORTHERNMARIANA ISLANDS DID NOT PARTICIPATE IN THE PROGRAM.

(4) PALAU IS NO LONGER ELIGIBLE TO RECEIVE FUNDS UNDER THIS PROGRAM. THEFUNDS SHOWN FOR PALAU WAS REDISTRIBUTED TO OTHER STATE AGENCIES DURINGTHE REALLOTMENT PROCESS.
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Table 1 - Number of persons served and rehabilitated by State vocational rehabilitation

agencies, Fiscal Years 1921-1989

Fiscal Persons Persons Fiscal Plrsons Persons

Year served rehabilitated Year served rehabilitated

1989 928,999 220,408 1954 211,219 55,825

1988 918,942 218,241 1953 221,849 61,308

1987 917,482 219,616 1952 228,490 63,632

1986 923,774 223,354 1951 231,544 66,193

1985 931,779 227,652 1950 255,724 59,597

1984 936,180 225,772 194; 216,997 58,020

1983 938,923 216,231 1948 191,063 53,131

1982 958,537 226,924 1947 170,143 43,880

1981 1,038,232 255,881 1946 169,796 36,106

1980 1,095,139 277,136 1945 161,050 41,925

1979 1,127,551 288,325 1944 145,059 43,997

1978 1,167,991 294,36 1943 129,207 42,618

1977 1,204,487 291,202 1942 91,572 21,757

1976 1,238,446 303,328 1941 78,320 14,576

1975 1,244,338 324,039 1940 65,624 11,890

1974 1,201,661 361,138 1939 63,575 10,747

1973 1,176,445 360,726 1938 63,666 1/ 9,944

1972 1,111,045 326,138 1937 11,091

1971 1,001,660 291,272 1936 10,338

1970 875,911 266,975 1935 91442

1969 781,614 241,390 1934 8,062

1968 680,415 207,918 1933 5,613

1967 569,907 173,594 1932 5,592

1966 499,4E4 154,279 1931 5,184

1965 441,332 134,859 1930 4,605

1964 349,852 119,708 1929 4,645

1963 368,696 110,136 1928 5,012

1962 345,635 102,377 1927 5,092

1961 320,963 92,501 1926 5,604

1960 297,950 88,275 1925 5,825

1959 280,384 80,739 1924 5,654

1958 258,444 74,317 1923 4,530
1957 238,582 70,940 1922 1,898

1956 221,128 65,640 1921 523

1955 209,039 57,981

1/ Data prior to Fiscal Year 1938 not available.
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Table 2 - Number of cases in caseloads of State vocational rehabilitation agencies
and percent change from prior year, Fiscal Years 1979 - 1989

Applicant& and active cases 1/ Active caseload only 2/
Fiscal Nter of cases Percent cg-nge
Year (Statuses 02-30) from prior year

Number of cases
(Statu3es 10-30)

Percent -atange

from prior year

1989 1,480,880 + 1.7 928,998 + 1.1

1988 1,456,566 + 0.7 918,942 + 0.2

1987 1,446,117 + 0.3 917,482 - 0.7

1986 1,442,316 + 0.1 923,774 - 0.9

1983 1,440,239 + 0.4 931,779 - 0.5

1984 1,434,453 - 0.7 936,180 - 0.3

1983 1,444,712 - 1.9 938,923 - 2.0

1982 1,473,313 - 9.7 958,537 - 7.7

1981 1,631,167 - 5.7 1,038,232 - 5.2

1980 1,728,987 - 1.3 1,095,139 - 2.9

1979 1,751,862 - 3.5 1,127,551 - 3.5

1/ Total State agency workload of cases.

2/ Nmber of persons served.

I 70
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FIGURE A.
NUMBERS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED AND

NOT REHABILITATED, AND REHABILITATION RATES,
FY 1979 - FY 1989
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Table 3 - Number of persons rehabilitated and not rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies and rehabilitation rates, Fiscal Years 1979 - 1989

Fiscal

Year

Persons rehabilitated
Persons

not rehabilitated

Rehabilitation
rate 1/

Number Percent change
from prior year

Number Percent change
from prior year

1989 220,408 +1.0 129,615 - 1.1 63.0

1988 218,241 - 0.6 131,027 + 1.2 62.5

1987 219,616 - 1.7 129,529 + 1.6 62.9

1986 223.354 - 1.9 127,497 + 0.4 63.7

1985 227,652 + O. 126,927 - 3.5 64.2

1984 225,772 + 4.4 131,572 - 1.9 63.2

1983 216,231 - 4.7 134,119 - 5.9 61.7

1982 226,924 -11.3 142,575 - 9.6 61.4

1981 255,881 - 7.7 157,692 + 3.3 61.9

1980 277,136 - 3.8 152,672 - 2.3 64..

1979 288,325 - 2.1 156,258 2.2 64.9

1/ Rehabilitation rates show the number of pPrscns rehabilitated as a
percent of all closures from the active statuses, whether rehabilitated
or not. Also referred to as the "success" rate.
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FIGURE B.
APPLICANTS ACCEPTED AND NOT ACCEPTED FOR

VR SERVICES, AND ACCEPTANCE RATES

FY 1979 FY 1989
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Table 4 - Number of applicant and extended evaluation cases accepted and not accepted
for VR services by State vocational rehabilitation agencies and acceptance
rates, Fiscal Years 1979 - 1989

Fiscal
Year

Applicants accepted Applicants not accepted

1/

Percent change
NuMber from ior ar

Percent change Acceptance
Number from rior .ar rate

1989 359,431 + 2.7 263,981 + 3.2 57.7

1988 350,146 + 1.6 255,841 + 1.4 57.8

1987 344,553 - 0.5 252,187 + 1.7 57.7

1986 346,173 - 2.0 247,923 + 3.0 58.3

1985 353,095 + 1.4 240,695 - 1.9 59.5

1984 348,233 - 0.5 245,435 - 2.7 58.7

1983 349,932 + 4.9 252,208 - 3.2 58.1

1982 333,439 -10.7 260,518 -15.5 56.1

1981 373,310 - 9.5 308,173 + 1.2 54.8

1980 412,356 + 0.2 354,525 + 1.1 57.5

1979 411,560 - 1.9 301,077 - 2.8 57.8

1/ Acceptance rates show the number of applicants accepted for rehabilitation
services as a percent of all applicants accepted and not accepted for
rehabilitation services. (Case cloaures from extended evaluation are included.)
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FIGURE C.
NEW APPLICANTS AND ACTIVE CASES

FY 1979 FY 1989
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Table 5 - Number of new applicants, new extended evaluation cases and new active
cases in the caseloads of State vocational rehabilitation agencies, and
percent change from prior year, Fiscal Years 1979 - 1989

New applicants New extended evaluation New active cases 1/
(Status 02) cases (Status 06) (Status 10)

Fiscal Percent change Percent change Percent change
Year Number from ior year Number from tor ar Number from riot ar

1989 630,950 + 3.2 24,960 - 0.1 359,431 + 2.7

1988 611,482 + 1.9 £4,980 - 3.4 350,146 + 1.6

1987 600,354 + 0.3 25,868 - 8.7 344,553 - 0.5

1986 598,340 - 1.3 28,344 - 1.2 346,173 - 2.0

1985 606,526 + 2.4 28,683 + 4.1 353,095 + 1.4

1984 592,075 - 1.5 27,560 - 2.1 348,233 - 0.5

1983 601,108 + 6.5 28,10 - 2.2 349,932 + 4.9

1982 564,443 -11.6 28,778 -18.3 333,439 - 0.7

1981 638,542 -11.7 35,224 -15.0 373,310 - 9.5

1980 722,847 + 3.6 41,426 + 1.5 412,356 + 0.2

1979 697,873 - 2.4 40,843 - 1.0 411,560 - 1.9

1/ Applicants accepted for rehabilitation services.
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Table 6 - Number of applicant, extended evaluation and lctive cases remaining at the end of the fiscal year in
caseloads of State vocational rehabilitation agencies, and percent change from prior year, Fiscal

Years 1979 - 1989

Fiscal
Year

Total cases remaining
(Statuses 02-24)

In applicant status
(Status 02)

In extended evaluation
(Status 06)

In active statuses
(Statuses 10-24)

Percent change
Number from prior year

Percent change
Number from prior year Number

Percent change
from prior year

Percent change
Number from vcior year

1989 866,876 + 1.8 268,182 + 2.3 19,719 + 0.3 578,975 + 1.6

1988 851,457 + 0.8 262,125 + 2.0 19,658 + 0.8 569,674 + 0.2

1987 844,785 + 0.1 256,951 + 3.5 19,497 -12.8 568,337 - 0.8

1986 843,542 + 0.2 248,252 + 1.0 22,367 + 1.7 572,923 - 0.3

1-
.4 1985 844,965 + 1.6 245,776 + 6.0 21,989 + 5.0 577,200 - 0.3

1984 831,674 - 1.2 231,905 - 0.4 20,933 r 0.5 578,836 - 1.7

1983 842,155 - 0.1 232,672 + 0.2 20,819 - 5.4 588,574 - 0.1

1982 843,301 - 7.3 232,245 - 9.8 22,013 -18.9 589,038 - 5.7

1981 909,431 - 8.6 257,610 -13.3 27,152 -15.6 624,669 - 6.1

1980 994,654 - 1.1 297,148 + 1.9 32,175 + 2.2 665,331 - 2.6

1979 1,006,202 - 4.3 2c1,730 - 4.5 31,504 - 2.9 682,968 - 4.3
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Table 7 - Number and percent change in key rehabilitation caseload indicators, Fiscal
Years 1988 and 1989

Key indicators
Fiscal Year Percent

change1989 1988

A. ALL PERSONS

1. New applicants 630,950 611,482 + 3.2

2. Applicants, September 30 268,182 262,125 + 2.3

3. New acceptances 359,431 350,146 + 2.7

4. Acceptance cate 1/ 57.7% 57.8% - 0.2

5. Active cases, September 30 578,975 569,674 + 1.6

6. Rehabilitations 220,408 218,241 + 1.0

7. Rehabilitation rate 2/ 63.0% 62.5% + 0.8

8. Served (Statuses 10-30) 928,998 918,942 + 1.1

9. Total workload (Statuses 02-30) 1,480,880 1,456,566 + 1.7

B. SEVERELY DISABLED PERSONS

1. New acceptances 244,990 238,380 + 2.8

2. New acceptances - % of total 3/ 68.2% 68.1% + 0.1

3. Active cases, September 30 389,865 377,414 + 3.3

4. Active cases, September 30 - % of total 3/ 67.3% 66.3% + 1.5

5. Rehabilitations 146,487 141,004 + 3.9

6. Rehabilitations - % of total 3/ 66.5% 64.6% + 2.9

7. Rehabilitation rate 2/ 62.4C 62.0% + 0.6

8. Served (Statuses 10-30) 624,552 604,800 + 3.3

9. Served - % of total 67.2% 65.8% + 2.1

1/ Applicants accepted for rehabilitation services as a percent of all applicants
accepted and not accepted for rehabilitation services.

2/ Rehabilitated persons as a percent of all closures from the actie statuses,
whether rehabilitated or not.

3/ Severely disabled persons as a percent of all persons.
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Table 8 - Number of applicant, extendLtd evaluation and active cases in caseloads of State
vocational rehabilitation agencies, percent change and percent distribution,

Fiscal Years 1988 - 1989

Caseload items

Fiscal Year Percent
change

Percent
distribution

1989 1988 14.4F 1988

Applicants (02)
NuMber available 891,906 868,387 + 2.7 100.0 100.0

On hand, October 1 260,956 256,905 + 1.6 29.3 29.6

New since October 1 630,950 611,482 + 3.2 70.7 70.4

Number processed 623,724 606,262 + 2.9 69.9 69.8

Accepted for VR (10) 346,894 337,157 + 2.9 38.9 38.8

Accepted for EE (06) 24,960 24,980 - 0.1 2.8 2.9

NOt accepted for VR
or EE (08) 251,870 244,125 + 3.2 28.2 28.1

TOtal on hand, September 30 268,182 262,125 + 2.3 30.1 30.2

Extended evaluation
cases (06)
NUmber available 44,367 44,363 -- 100.0 100.0
On hand, October 1 19,407 19,383 + 0.1 43.7 43.7

New since October 1 V 960 24,980 - 0.1 56.3 56.3

Number processed 24,648 24,705 - 0.2 55.6 55.7

Accepted for VR (10) 12,537 12,989 - 3.5 28.3 29.3
Not accepted for VR :08) 12,111 11,716 + 3.4 27.3 26.4

TOtal on hand, September 30 19,719 19,658 + 0.3 44.4 44.3

Active cases (10-30)
NuMber available 1/ 928,998 918,942 + 1.1 100.0 100.0

On hand, Cctober 1 569,567 568,796 + 0.1 61.3 61.9
New since October 1 359,431 350,146 + 2.', 38.7 38.1

NuMber closed 350,023 349,268 + 0.2 37.7 38.0

Rehabilitated (26) 220,408 218,241 + 1.0 23.7 23.7

Not rehabilitated (28) 102,361 102,809 - 0.4 11.0 11.2

Not rehabilitated (30) 27,254 29,218 - 3.4 2.9 3.1

TOtal on hand, September 30 578,975 569,674 + 1.6 62.3 62.0

1/ Number of persons served.

-- No change.
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Table 9 - Severely disabled clients in the active caseloads of State vocational rehabilitation agencies, percent
change from prior year and percent severely disabled, Fiscal Years 1988 - 1989

Caseload items

Fiscal Year 1988 Fiscal Year 1989

All

clients

Severely Disabled

All
clients

Severely Disabled
Percent

Percent change vs.
Number of total FY 1987

Percent
Percent change vs.

Number of total FY 1988

Cases on hand, October 1 568,796 366,420 64.4 + 1.7 569,567 379,562 66.6 + 3.6
(Statuses 10-24)

New since October 1 350,146 238,380 68.1 + 6.7 359,431 244,990 68.2 + 2.8

Total available 1/ 918,942 604,800 65.8 + 3.6 928,998 624,552 67.2 + 3.3

Number closed 349,268 227,386 65.1 + 3.1 350,023 234,687 67.0 + 3.2

kehabilitated 218,241 141,004 64.6 + 3.3 220,408 146,487 66.5 + 3.9

Not rehabilitated(28) 102,809 68,597 66.7 + 2.8 102,361 70,663 69.0 4 3.0

Not rehabilitated(30) 28,218 17,785 63.0 4 2.4 27,254 17,537 64.3 - 1.4

Cases on hand,
September 30 (Statuses
10 - 24) 569,674 377,414 66.3 + 3.9 578,975 389,865 67.3 + 3.3

1/ Number of persons served.
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FIGURE D.
SEVERELY AND NON-SEVERELY DISABLED

PERSONS REHABILITATED
FY 1979 - FY 1989
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Table 10 - Number of severely and non-severely disabled persons rehabilitated by State
vocational rehabilitation agencies, percent change from prior year and
percent severely disabled, Fiscal Years 1974 - 1989

Fiscal
Year

1989

1988

1987

1986

1985

1984

1983

1982

1981

1980

1979

1978

1977

1976

1975

1974

SD rehabiiitated NSD rehabilitated

Number

Percent
change from
prior year

146,487 + 3.9

141,004 + 3.3

136,442 + 0.8

135,336 + 0.1

135,229 + 1.9

132,665 + 6.8

124,195 - 4.4

129,866 - 6.2

138,380 - 2.9

142,545 - 0.5

143,375 + 3.6

133,402 + 8.5

127,522 + 3.7

122,938 + 6.3

115,746 + 1.5

113,997 2/

Number

73,921

77,237

83,174

88,018

92,423

93,107

92,036

97,058

117,501

134,591

144,950

155,994

163,680

180,390

208,293

247,141

Percent
change from Percent
prior year SD 1/

66.5

64.6

62.1

60.6

59.4

58.8

57.4

57.2

54.1

51.4

49.9

47.0

43.8

40.5

35.7

31.6

- 4.3

- 7.1

- 5.5

- 4.8

- 0.7

+ 1.2

- 5,2

- 17.4

- 12.7

- 7.1

- 7.1

- 4.7

- 9.3

- 13.4

- 15.7

2/

1/ Percent of all persons rehabilitated who were severely disabled.

2/ Data prior to riscal Year 1974 mot available.

SD Severely disabled.

NW Non-severely disabled.
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Ttble 11 - Number of severely and non-severely disabled persons rehabilitated and not
rehabilitated by State vocational rehabilitation agencies and rehabilitation
rates, Fiscal Years 1974 - 1989

Fiscal
Year

1989

1988

1987

1986

1985

/984

1983

1982

1981

1980

1979

1978

1977

1976

1975

1974

SD case c osures NSD case closures

Rehabs
Non-
Rehabs

146,487 88,200

141,004 86,382

136,442 84,066

135,336 83,031

135,229 82,137

132,665 84,803

124,195 85,765

129,866 93,567

138,380 95,462

142,545 91,346

143,375 87,541

138,402 83,051

127,522 79,954

122,938 82,037

115,746 2/

113,997 2/

Rehabilitation Non- Rehabilitation
rate 1/ Rehabs Rehabs rate 1/

62.4 73,921 41,415 64.1

62.0 77,237 44,645 63.4

61.9 83,174 45,463 64.7

62.0 88,018 44,466 66.4

62.2 92,423 44,790 67.4

61.0 93,107 46,769 66.6

59.2 92,036 48,353 65.6

58.9 97,058 52,008 65.1

59.2 117,501 62,220 65.2

60.9 134,591 61,326 68.7

62.1 144,950 68,717 67.8

62.5 155,994 70,795 67.0

61.4 163,680 83,752 66.3

60.0 160,390 97,102 65.0

-- 208,293 2/ --

-- 247,141 2/ -

1/ Rehabilitations as a percent of the sum of cases closed rehabilitated (rehabs)
and not rehabilitated (mon-rehabs). Also referred to as the "success" rate.

2/ Data prior to Fiscal Year 1976 not available.

SD Severely eisabled.

NSD Non-severely disabled.
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FIGURE E.

SEVERELY AND NONSEVERELY DISABLED
PERSONS SERVED
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Table 12 - Number of severely and non-severely disabled persons served by State
vocational rehabilitation agencies, percent change from prior year and
percent severely disabled, Fiscal Years 1976 - 1989

Fiscal
Year

1989

1988

1987

1986

1985

1984

1983

1982

1981

1980

1979

1978

1977

1976

SD served

Numbe

Percent
change from
rior ar

624,552 + 3.3

604,800 + 3.6

583,688 + 0.6

580,342 - 0.1

580,863 + 2.7

565,425 + 0.6

562,052 - 1.7

571,541 - 4.9

600,727 - 0.9

606,049 - 1.0

611,994 + 2.0

600,063 + 5.5

568,826 + 2.3

555,533 2/

Nurrbe

NSD served
Percent
change from Percent

ior ar SD 1/

- 3.1 67.2

- 5.9 65.8

- 2.8 63.6

- 7.1 62.8

- 5.4 62.3

- 1.6 60.4

- 2.6 59.9

- 11.5 59.6

- 10.5 57.9

- 5.1 55.3

- 9.2 54.3

- 10.7 51.4

- 6.9 47.2

2/ 44.8

304,446

314,142

333,794

343,432

350,916

370,755

376,871

386,996

437/505

489,090

515,557

567,928

635,661

683,078

1/ Percent of all persons served who were severely disabled.

2/ Data prior to Fiscal Year 1976 not available.

SD Severely disabled.

NSD Non-severely disabled.
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Teble 13 - Number of severely and non-severely disabled persons accepted for services by State
vocational rehabilitation agencies, percent change from prior year and percent
severely disabled, Fiscal Years 1976 - 1989

SD accepted for services NSD accepted for serv ces
Percent Percent

Fiscal change from change from Percent
Year

1989

1988

1987

1986

1985

1984

1983

1982

1981

1980

1979

1978

1977

1976

Number prior year Number prior year

244, 990 + 2 .8 114,441 + 2.4

238,380 4 6.7 111,766 - 7.7

223,448 + 2.1 121,105 - 4.9

218,857 - 0.1 127,316 - 5.0

219,120 + 3.7 133,975 - 1.3

212,550 + 0.7 135,683 - 2.3

210,989 + 5.2 133,943 + 4.6

200,600 -10.6 132,839 -10.8

224,309 - 0.2 149,001 -20.6

224,729 - 0.7 187,627 + 1.3

226,287 + 0.3 183,273 - 4.5

225,630 + 5.0 193,960 -12.0

214,803 - 4.4 220,341 - 6.2

224,720 2/ 234,900 2/

SD 1/

68.2

68.1

64.9

63.2

62.1

61.0

60.3

60.2

60.1

54.5

55.0

53.8

49.4

48.9

1/ Percent of all persons accepted for services who were severely disabled.

2/ Data prior to Fiscal Year 1976 not available.

SD Severely disabled.

NSD Non-severely disabled.
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CASELOAD STATISTICS,
STATE VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION AGENCIES,

FISCAL YEAR 1989

Listing of State Agency and Regional Tables

Caseload Activity, by State Agency

Report Number

03 Caseload distribution of active cases end percent change
from a year ago

03A Sequential agency rehabilitation rates among active
cases closed, by type of agency

04 Caseload distribution of active cases of severely
disabled persons and percent change from a year ago

04A Sequential agency rehabilitation rates among severe
active cases closed, by type of agency

06 Total and severe cases and severe as a percent of
total active caseload

06A Sequential agency percents of cases served that are
severe cases, by type of agency

06B Sequential agency percents of cases rehabilitated
that are severe casos, by type of agency

07 Cases processed for eligibility during period,
acceptance rates and percent change from a year ago

07A Sequential agency acceptance rates among applicant
cases processed for eligibility, by type of agency

Caseload Activity, Regional Summaries

13 Caseload distribution of applicants and percent
change from a year ago

14 Caseload distribution of extended evaluation cases
and percent change from a year ago

15 Caseload distribution of active cases and percent
change from a year ago
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Report Number

16 Caseload distribution of active cases of severely
disabled persons and percent change from a year ago

17 Caseload distribution of active cases of non-
severely disabled persons and percent change from
a year ago

18 Total and severe cases and severe as a percent of
total active caseload

19 Cases processed for eligibility during period,
acceptance rates and percent change from a year ago

20 Total caseload levels, components of change and
percent change from a year ago

21 Cases closed during period and percent change from
a year ago

22 Total caseload during period and percent change
from a year ago
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO 03

TIME 09:41:07
CASELOAD DISTRIBUT!ON OP ACTIVE CASE5 (STATUSES 10 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE PROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1969

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

PAGE 1

CASES ON
TOTAL ON NAND NEM TNIS TOTAL RENABIL- NOT RENA- NOT RENA- NAND AT
CASES START FY CLOSED ITATED BILITATED BILITATED END OP

OP PY (26) (28) (30) PERIOD

U S. TOTAL 926.998 569.567 359.431 350.023 220.408 102.361 27,254 878.975
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 916.942 566.796 350.146 349,268 218.241 102,809 28.218 569,674
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 61.3 38.7 100.0 63.0 29.2 7.8
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.1 0.1 2.7 0.2 1.0 -0.4 -3.4 1.6

GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL 892.622 545,842 346.780 337.068 210,693 99.988 26,384 855,887
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 882,967 545.475 337,512 337.033 209,114 100,539 27.380 548,954
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 61.2 38.6 100.0 62.8 29.7 7.8
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.1 0.1 2.7 0.0 0.8 -0.5 -3.6 1.8

BLIND AGENCY TOTAL 36.376 23,725 12,651 12,958 9,715 2,373 870 23.418
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 35.955 23.321 12,634 12,235 9,127 2.270 838 23,720
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 65.2 34.8 100.0 75.0 +8.3 6.7
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.2 1.7 0.1 5.9 6.4 4.5 3.8 -1.3

REGION 1 49.233 30,877 18,356 17.328 9.957 3.813 3.858 31.908
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 47,603 29.547 18.256 16,926 10,020 3.715 3.191 30.877
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 62 7 37.3 100.0 57 5 22.0 20.5
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.0 4.5 0.5 2 4 -0.6 2.6 11.5 .1.3

CONNECTICUT (G) 9.386 5.595 3,791 3,691 2.046 814 829 5.695
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 6.811 5.189 3,643 3,217 1.903 719 595 5.595
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 59 6 40.4 100.0 55.5 22.1 22.5
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YFAR AGO 6.5 8.2 4.1 14.7 7.6 13.2 99.3 2.8

MAINE (G) 3.624 2.067 1.557 1.362 798 413 151 2,282
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3.471 2,093 1.378 1.404 740 490 174 2.067
PERCENT DISTRIBC ON 100 0 57 0 43.0 100.0 5(1.8 20.3 11.1
PERCENT CHANGE IROM A YEAR AGO 4.4 -1.2 13.0 -3.0 7.8 -15.7 -13.2 9.4

MASSACHUSETTS IGI 23.917 15,532 8.385 8,113 4,340 1,678 2,078 18.604
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 23.862 14.932 6,750 6,150 4.420 1,759 1,971 15,532
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 64.9 35.1 100.0 53.7 20.6 25.6
PLHCENT CH:.NGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.0 4.0 -4.2 -0 5 -1.4 -4.8 5.4 1.8

NEW HAMPSHIRE (G) 3,993 2.320 1,673 1.408 994 256 158 2,585
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3.739 2.220 1.519 1.419 1.004 256 157 2,320
PERCENT DISTRIBI1TION 100.0 56.1 41.9 100.0 70.6 18.1 11.2
PERIFN1 CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6.8 4 5 10.1 -0.8 -1.0 -0.8 0.6 11.4

RHODE ISLAND (8) 3.544 2.274 1,270 1,117 711 251 114 2.427
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3.564 2,366 1.198 1.290 980 172 138 2,274
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 64.2 35.6 100.0 67.2 22.6 10.2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0.6 -3.9 6., -13.4 -23.4 46.5 -17.4 6.7

VERMONT (G) 2,746 1.655 1,091 990 535 289 166 1,756
ACTUAL LAS( YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION

2.478
100 0

1.415
60.3

1.063
39.7

623
100.0

494
54.0

217
29.2

112
16.8

1,658

PFRCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 10.8 1:.0 2.e 20.3 6.3 39.2 48.2 6.1
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT N0. 03

TINE 09-42:29
CAsELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

PAGE 2

CASES ON
TOTAL ON HAND NEM THIS TOTAL REHABIL- NOT RENA- NOT RENA- NAND AT
CASES START FY CLOSED ITATED BILITATED 8ILITATED END OF

OF FY (26) (26) (30) PERIOD

CONNECTICUT (B)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

470
462

100.0
1.7

320
316

86.1
I 3

150
146

31.9
2.7

167
142

100.0
17.6

115
121

66.9
-5.0

31

9
18.3

244.4

21

12
12.6
75.0

MASSACHUSETTS (111 1.001 766 235 274 198 46 90
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1,037 718 319 271 207 42 22
PERCENT DISTRIDUTION 1J0.0 78.5 23.5 100.0 72.9 16.8 10.9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -3 5 8.7 -26.3 1.1 -4.3 9.5 96.4

RHODE ISLAND (B) 276 164 94 95 70 18 7
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 269 182 107 105 71 25 9
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 88 2 33.6 100 0 73.7 16.9 7.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A Y:AR AGO -3 6 1 1 -12 1 -9 5 -1 4 -28 0 -22 2

VERMONT 1111 274 164 110 111 0101 16 4
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 269 13B 111 los mo 24 1

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 59 9 40 1 ion 0 70 I 17 1 3 11

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 9 20 6 17 1 10 (1 71) a 100 o
I."

REGION 2
C) ACTUAL LAST YEAR

82.608
63.955

54.690
55,602

27.918
28.153

26 *65
29.470

16 110
19 821

8 101
BAIN

3.552
3.529

PERCENT 01STRIBUTION 100 0 88 2 33 6 100 0 66.7 21.1 12.3
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1 8 -2 0 -0.6 -1 7 -2.6 -0 2 0.7

NEM JERSEY IG1 14,709 7,760 6,949 6.277 4,749 1.392 136ACTUAL LAST YEAR 14.890 6.029 e.e61 7,138 5.254 1.649 235PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 52.8 47.2 100.0 75.7 22.2 2.2PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1 2 -3.4 1.3 -12.1 -9.8 -15.6 -42.1

NEM YORK (G1 44,234 28.964 15,270 15.660 9.594 9.891 2.495ACTUAL LAST YEAR 44.922 29.596 15.326 16.155 9,611 9.694 2.650PERCENT D1STR,BUTION 100 0 85 5 34 5 100.0 60.5 24.2 15.4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.5 -2 I -0 4 -1.6 -2.2 3.7 -8.1

PoERTO oiro (G) 16.100 14.254 3.848 4,835 3,533 816 888ACTUAL LAST YEAR 16.572 14.468 4.106 4.318 3,402 545 371PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 73.6 21.2 100.0 79.1 14.7 14.2PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2 5 -1 5 -6.3 12.0 3.9 13.0 84.9

VIRGIN ISLANDS (G) 354 k88 66 2C 18 9 1ACTUAL LAST YEAR 309 247 82 21 11 8 4PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 81 4 18.8 100 0 81.5 34,8 9.6PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 14 6 16.6 6.5 23.8 45.5 50.0 -75.0

NEM JERSEY (11) 1.5!3 928 865 596 475 66 55ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1,562 971 591 634 515 (0 59PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 58 3 41 7 100 0 79.7 11.1 9.2PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2 0 -4 4 12.5 -6 0 -7.8 10 0 -6.6

202

303
320

5.9

727
768

5.1

189
184

-0 5

163
184

0 8

51.643
54.465

1.5

8.432
7,752

6.8

26.374
26.767

1.4

19.265
14.254

-6.0

328
288

13.0

997
928

26':1



DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO 03

TIME 09.43:51
CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 - 30) ANO PERCENT mom FRON A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1969

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL ON NAND NEW TN1:7 TOTAL RENAIIIL- NOT RENA- dOT RENA-

CASES START FY CLOSED ITATE0 DILITATED 8ILITATED

OF FY (26) (28) (30)

PAGE 3

CASES ON
NAN:" AT

ENO OF
PER100

NEW YORK 1BI
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBU1ION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YLAR AGO

3.618
3.700
100 0
-2.2

2.496
2.493
69.0
0.1

1.122
1.207
31.0
-7.0

1.371
1,204
100.0
13.9

943
$30

68.8
13.6

169
164
13.1
15.2

239
210

17.4
13.8

2.247
2.496

-10.0

REGION 3 107.206 66.976 40.230 41.161 24.993 11.240 4.92$ 66.045

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 106.793 65.201 41.592 39.786 24.663 10.775 4,348 67.007

PERCENT DIS1e.1BUTION 100 0 62.5 37.5 100.0 60.7 27.3 12.0

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0 4 2.7 -3.3 3.5 1.3 4.3 13.3 -1.4

DELAWARE (G) 2.325 1.123 1.202 1,21$ 800 292 126 1.107

A(,TUAL LAST YEAR 2.215 1.022 1.193 1.092 750 235 107 1.123

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 48 3 51.7 100.0 65.7 24.0 10.3

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEtR AGO 5.0 9 9 0.8 11.5 6.7 24.3 17.8 -1.4

DISTRICT OF CO IGI 2.741 1.463 1.278 1.456 968 211 217 1.285

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.986 1.948 1.036 1 484 1.122 162 180 1.502

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 53.4 46.6 100.0 66.5 18.6 14.9

PERCENE CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -8 2 -24 9 23.1 -1.9 -13.7 48.9 20 8 -14 4

MARYLAND "I) 13.068 7.947 5.121 5.458 3.500 1.462 496 7.610

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 13.506 7.988 5.518 5.',60 3.681 1.417 462 7.946

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 60.8 39.2 100.0 64.1 26.8 9.1

PER(ENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO -3 2 -0.5 -7.2 -1.8 -4.9 3.2 7.4 -4.2

PENNSYLVANIA IGI 54.908 35.478 19.430 21 132 12.341 6.167 2,624 33.776
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 54.366 33.113 21.272 18.907 11.503 5.293 2,111 35.478

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 64.6 35.4 100.0 58.4 29.2 12.4

PERCENT CHANGF FRoM A YEAR AGO 1.0 7.1 -8.7 11.8 7.3 16.5 24.3 -4.8

VIRGINIA (G) 17.248 9.013 8.235 6.326 3.756 1.849 721 10.922
ACTUAL LAST yEAR 16.021 9.455 6.566 7.004 3,795 2.379 .14 9,013
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION 100 0 52 3 47.7 100.0 59.4 29.2 11.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 7 7 -4 7 25 4 -9.7 -1.0 -22.3 -13.5 21.2

VEST VIRGINIA (G) 12.311 8.454 3.857 4.16 2.686 4171 604 8.150
ACTUAL LAST yEAR 12.788 8.223 4.565 4.340 2.925 904 511 8.448
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 68.7 31 3 100 0 64.6 20.9 14.5
PERCENT (RANGE FRON A YEAR AGO -3.7 2 8 -15.5 -4.1 -8.2 -3.7 16.2 -3.5

DELAW.\RE IBI 158 76 82 46 29 13 4 112

ACTUAL LAST yEAR 115 70 45 39 33 6 o 76
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 48 1 51 9 100.0 63.0 28.3 8.7

PFRCENT CHANGE FROA A YEAR AGO 37 4 8.6 82 2 17 9 -12.1 1111.7 47.4

PENNSYLVANIA IBI 3.193 2.502 691 785 503 158 124 2.408
ACTUAL LAST yEAR 3.306 2.422 884 804 508 164 132 2.502
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 78.4 21.6 100 0 64.1 20.1 15.8
PERcENT CHANGE FROM A YFAR AGO -3.4 3 3 21 8 -2.4 -1.0 -3.7 -6.1 -3.8

204
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO 03

TINE 09 45.15
CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 30) AND PERCENT CHA:GF FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1984

VIRGINIA 181
ACTUAL LAS7 YEAR
PERCENT OISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANCE FROM A YEAR Ar.k.

REGION 4
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

ALABAMA IGI
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT ChANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

FLORIDA (GI
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD All ArTIVE (A4Fe pOneEcifh

TOTAL
CASES

ON NANO NFM THIS
START FY
OF FY

TOTAI
ILOSID

IfFNA011
!TOTED

1241
---

401 IffNA
PIIITATED

1241

Not OFNA
MIIITATED

130;

PAGE 4

CARPI ing
NA411 AI
Ppm OF
PIRIoll

--

1.254 920 334 579 410 157 12 675
1,471 960 511 532 346 19* 11 919
100.0 73 4 26.6 100.0 70.8 27.1 2.1
-14 8 -4.2 -34.6 4.9 18.0 -19.5 9.1 -26.6

195.195 116.068 79,127 75.501 49,225 23.636 2.721 119.613
192.839 119.067 73,772 76.773 49,398 23,952 3.423 116.066
100 0 59 5 40.5 100.0 65.1 31.3 3.6

1.2 -2.5 7.3 -1.6 -0.4 -1.3 -20.5 3.1

25.546 16.764 8.782 8.608 6.059 2,073 476 16.936
25.468 16.779 8.689 6,704 6,038 1.956 710 16.764
100 0 65 6 34 4 100.0 70 ; 24.1 3.5

0 3 -0 I 1.1 -1 1 0 3 6 0 -33.0 1 0

24.390 13.411 10.979 10,(67 7.156 3.184 127 13.923
23.431 11.177 10.234 10.020 6 003 1,010 104 13.411
loo 0 VS 0 43 0 100 0 AS 4 le 4 I 2

4 1 1 6 7 I 4 4 1 4 4 0 21 0 3 8I-4

1/4ID GEORGIA IG) 27.921 18.282 11 630 10 170 4 010 1 420 85 0.731IV
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 26.752 16.916 9.834 10.670 7 300 2.661 SO 18.282PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 G5 5 34 5 100 0 65 6 33 7 0.0PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2 9 -3 4 -2 0 -2 9 -10 0 14.5 8.3 -2.9

KENTUCKY (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PER(INT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

MISSISSIPPI I61
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

NORTH cARO1INA (C)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PFRCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT fdANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

souT" CAROLINA (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

TENNESSEE (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

2P6

18.775 11.38. 7.394 5,945 3.764 1.620 341 12.630
17.110 10.749 6.361 5.731 3,311 1,736 684 11.379
100 0 60 6 39 4 100.0 63.7 27.2 9.1

9.7 5.9 16.2 3.7 14.3 -6.7 -20.9 12.6

11.058 5.790 5.268 4.392 2.309 2.012 71 6.666
12.105 7.62C 4.479 6.286 3.613 2.561 112 5.619
100 0 52 4 47.6 100.0 52.6 45.8 1.6
-8 6 -24 I 17 6 -30.1 -36.1 -21.4 -36.6 14.6

33.166 16.169 15.019 13.956 6.620 4 641 497 19.23031.593 18.825 12.768 13.452 7.476 5,400 576 18.141
100.0 54.7 45.3 100 0 61.8 34.7 3.6

5.0 -3.5 17.6 3.8 15.3 -10.4 -13.7 6.0

25.751 14.293 II 458 11,783 7.965 3.799 19 13.96626.202 14.954 11.246 11.909 6.160 3.736 11 14.293100 0 55.5 44 5 100.0 67.6 32.2 0.2
-1 7 -4.4 I 9 -1 1 -2 4 1.6 72.7 -2.3

17.766 11.280 6.486 6.461 3.624 I,9d8 849
17.844 11.348 6.500 6.568 3,633 1.664 1.071100.0 63 5 36 5 100 0 56.1 30.6 13.1
-0.5 -0 6 -0 2 -1 6 -0 2 6.7 -20.7

11.305
11.280

4 L i
0.2



DATE 02(02/90
REPORT NO 03

TIME 09.46.36
CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1989

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ALL ACTIVE COIES FOOCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

OR HAND
START
OF FY

NEM THIS
FY

TOTAL
CLOSED

MAIM
ITATFO

1281
-

-

NOT NINA-
IMITATED

1201

POT 11111A-
111LITATE0

1301

PACE 5

CASES ON
NANO AT
ENO OF
FEP100

. .

FLORIDA (11) 3.520 1.997 1.523 1.207 1.015 180 12 2.313

ACITAL LAST YEAR C.'15 1.933 1.182 1.118 926 177 15 1,997

PEr,CENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 56 7 43 3 100 0 84.1 14.9 1.0

PFRIENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 13.0 3 3 28.8 8.0 9.6 1.7 -20.0 15.8

KENTUCKY (6) 965 539 426 413 352 55 6 552

AclUAL LAST YFAR 938 523 413 398 337 50 11 538

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 55.9 44 1 100.0 85.2 13.3 1.5

PERCENT CHANOF FROM A YEAR AGO 3 1 3 1 3 1 3.8 4.5 10.0 -45.5 2.6

MISSISSIPPI IB1 1.958 1.272 684 728 572 140 16 1.228

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.977 1.165 812 705 565 123 17 1.272

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 65 0 35 0 100.0 78.6 19.2 2.2

PFREENT (RANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 1 9.2 -15 8 :, 3 1.2 13.8 -5 9 -3.5

NORTH CAROLINA (8) 3.676 2.479 1.197 1.184 879 284 21 2.492

ACTUAL LAT YEAR 3.595 2.838 957 1.116 804 281 31 2.479

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 87 4 32 6 100 0 74 2 24 0 1.8

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YFAR AGO 2 3 -6 0 25.1 6 1 9 3 1.1 -32 3 0 5

%JD SOUTH CAROLINA 181 663 411 272 266 231 34 1 417

(...) AC,UAL LAST YEAR 707 432 275 296 231 65 0 411

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 60 2 39.8 100.0 86 6 12.6 0 4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -3 4 -4 9 -1.1 -10.1 0.0 -47.7 s 1.5

REGION 3 157.616 S7.903 59,713 56,485 34.629 15.741 6.115 101.131

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 155.558 96.952 56.636 57.921 36.071 15.540 6.310 97,637

I'ERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 62.1 37.9 100.0 61.3 27.9 10.6

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YFAR AGO 1.3 -1.1 5.5 -2.5 -4.0 1.3 -3.1 3.6

ILLINOIS IG1 29.946 19.078 10,868 10.160 7.029 2.667 444 19.786

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 10.062 18.509 11,553 10.984 7.457 2.656 871 19.078

2ERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 63.7 36.3 100.0 69.2 26.4 4.4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0.4 3.1 -5 9 -7.5 -5.7 1.2 -49.0 3.7

INDIANA IG/ 19,724 11,024 8.700 8.218 5.391 1.801 1.026 11.506

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 17.881 10.059 7,822 7.022 4.607 1.592 823 10.659

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 55.9 44.1 100.0 65.6 21.9 12.5

PERCENT cHANC.F FROM A YEAR AGO 10 3 9 C 11.2 17.0 17.0 13.1 24.7 6.0

MICHIGAN (G) 26,397 13.619 12,778 11.515 6.354 3.625 1.536 14.662

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 25.468 14,987 10.481 11.849 6.686 3.667 1.516 13.619

PERCENT DISTRIBUTICN 100.0 51 6 48.4 100.0 55.2 31.5 13.3

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 6 -9.1 21.9 -2.8 -4.7 -1.1 1.3 9.3

MINNESOTA IGI 18,952 13,035 5.917 5.670 3.401 1.396 673 13.282

ACTUAL IAST YEAR 18.902 13,335 5.567 5.867 3.635 1.336 896 13.035

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 68 8 31 2 100.0 60.0 24.6 15.4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.3 -2 2 6.3 -3 4 -6.4 4.5 -2.6 1.9

20) 209
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT No 03

TIME 09.46:00
CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

OHIO (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

WISCONSIN (0)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

MICHIGAN (B)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

MINNESOTA (B)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

REGION 6
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

ARKANSAS (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

LOUISIANA (GI
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEmR ASo

NEW MEXICO (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIRVTIoN
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

OKLAHOMA (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DIsTRIRUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

TEXAS (G)
ACTUAL LAST yEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

PAGE 13

CASES ONTOTAL ON HAND NEW THIS TOTAL REHABIL- NOT RENA- NOT RENA- HAND ATCASES START FY CLOSED ITATED BILITATED 8ILITATED END OFOF FY (26) (26) (30) PERIOD

30.266 18.407 11.879 9.657 5,937 3.194 72029.667 18,481 11.166 11,260 7.241 3.405 614100 0 60.8 39 2 100.0 60.2 32.4 7.42.1 -0.4 6.2 -12.5 -16.0 -6.2 16.2

26.406 19.908 8.498 9.799 5.581 2.798 1.42029.456 20.802 8.656 9.651 5.411 2.702 1.508100.0 70 1 29.9 100.0 57.0 28.8 14.5-3 6 -4 3 -1 6 1.5 2.8 3.8 -5.8

1.966 1.434 532 536 362 132 441.971 1.435 536 537 400 95 42100 0 72 9 27 1 100.0 67 3 24.5 6.2-0 3 -0 1 -0 7 0.2 -9.5 38.9 4.8

1.939 1,398 541 728 574 106 482.149 1,344 605 751 624 67 40100 0 72.1 27.9 100 0 78 6 14 8 6 3-9 8 4.0 -32.8 -3.1 -6 0 24 1 15.0

126.495 80.249 48.248 47.721 26.866 16.582 2,473131.489 82.991 46,498 51,240 27.305 20.455 3.480100 0 82 5 37.5 100 0 80.1 34.7 5.2-2 3 -3.3 -0.5 -6.9 5.0 -16.9 -28.9

12.762 8,442 4.320 3.669 2,462 1.097 11012.029 8.086 3.941 3.567 2.276 1.188 145100.0 66.1 33 9 100.0 67.3 29.7 3.06 1 4.4 9.8 2.8 9.1 -5.9 -24.1

20.669 15.676 4.791 6,837 2.996 2.792 1.04927,909 22.276 5.633 12,031 3,232 8,748 2,051100 0 76.6 23 2 100.0 43.6 40.6 15.3-25 9 -28.7 -14 9 -43.2 -7.3 -56,6 -46.9

3.942 2.401 1.541 1.334 628 397 1093.806 2.140 1,666 1.405 867 422 118100 0 60.9 39 1 100.0 62.1 39.6 8 23 6 12 2 -7.5 -5.1 -4.5 -5.9 -6.0

20.429
18.407

11.0

16.607
19.607

-6.1

1.426
1,434

-0.4

1.398

-13.5

80.774
80,249

0.7

9,073
13 442

7.5

13.832
15.876

-12.9

2,605
2.401

8.6
21.851 15.005 6.646 6.265 3.454 2,230 401 15.56622.625 17.167 5,638 7.620 3,796 3.374 450 15,005100 0 68 7 31 3 100.0 55.0 35.5 9.6-4.3 -12 7 21.4 -19.6 -9.0 -33.9 -7.5 3.7
62.266 34.563 27.703 26.647 16.616 9,565 464 35,61956,426 29.711 26.715 23,663 15,174 6,306 383 34,563100 0 55.5 44.5 100 0 62.4 35.9 1.76 6 16.3 -3.5 11.7 9.5 15.2 21.1 3.12 I



DATE 02/02/90 TIME 09 49.21
REPORT NO 03 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10

4 QUARTER. FISCAL

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD

TOTAL ON HAND NEW THIS
CASES START FY

OF FY

30) AND PERCENT LHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO
YEAR 1989

ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL RENABIL- NOT REHA- NOT REHA-

CLOSED ITATED BIL1TATED BILITATED
(26) (26) 1301

PAGE 7

CASES ON
NAND AT
END OF
PERIOD

ARKANSAS IB1 676 463 213 225 194 30 1 451

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 673 411 262 210 175 32 3 463

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 86 5 31 5 100.0 26.2 13.3 0 4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.4 12.7 -16 7 7.1 10.9 -6 3 -66.7 -2.6

NEW MEXICO (11) 39: 300 95 137 68 61 e 256

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 434 336 96 134 87 43 4 300

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 75 9 24.1 100 0 49 6 44.5 5.6

PERTENT (RANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -9.0 -10 7 -3.1 2.2 -21.8 41.9 100.0 -14.0

TEXAS 181 5.934 3.197 2.737 2.567 2.026 410 131 3.367

ACTUAL LAST YEAR h.387 2.642 2.545 2.190 1.696 364 126 3.197

PERCENT DIsTRITILTION 100.0 53 9 46 1 100.0 78 9 16 0 5 1

PERCENT CHANGE FRom A YEAR AGO 10 2 12 5 7 5 17 2 19 3 12 6 2 3 5 3

REGION 7 46.088 27.645 18 423 17 409 1i 777 4 7115 877 28 659

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 44.829 27 217 17 n12 17 In4 11 RAI 4 041 179 27 845

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 60 0 40 0 ion 0 47 4 27 3 5 0

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO .1 8 1 8 4 8 1 I 1 o 2 4 0 2 1 7

FA
ID IOWA 161 14.189 9 117 6.032 4 411 2 1011 910 110 9 756

Ln ACTUAL LAST YEAR 13.308 8.513 4.795 4.171 2 $02 940 629 9.137

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 64 5 35 5 100 0 64.6 21 5 13 6

PERCENT (HANCE FROM A YEAR AGO 6 5 7 3 4.9 6.8 9.6 1 1 -3.0 8 8

KANSAS 101 5.433 2.999 2.434 2.321 1.714 567 40 3.112

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 5.358 3.107 1.249 2.357 1.765 555 37 2.999

PERCENT 01sTRIBUT,ON 100 0 55 2 44.6 100.0 73.8 24.4 1.7

PERcENT CHANGE Elvdin A YEAR AGO 1 4 -3.5 6.2 -1.5 -2.9 2.2 6.1 3 6

MISsoURI (0) 18.343 10.366 7.957 7.863 5.282 2.044 37 10.960

ACTUAL lAsT YEAR 17.854 10.294 7.360 7.466 5.410 2.021 37 10.366

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 56 6 CI 4 100.0 71.7 27.8 0.5

PERTENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2 7 0.9 5.3 -1.4 -2.4 1.1 0.0 5.7

NEBRASKA 101 6.439 3.971 2.466 2.724 1.539 1.034 151 3.715

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 6.603 4,036 2,585 2,632 1,523 974 135 3.971

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 61 7 38 3 100 0 56.5 36.0 5.5

PERcENT /*RANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2 5 -1 7 -3.6 3 5 1.1 6.2 11.9 -6.4

10Y' 181 544 415 129 164 102 52 10 360

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 572 445 127 157 100 49 e 415

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 76 3 23 7 100.0 62.2 31.7 6.1

PERCENT CHANnt. FROM A YEAR AGO -4 9 -8.7 1.6 4.5 2.0 6.1 25.0 -6.4

MISSOURI (8) 634 536 296 319 220 79 20 515

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 838 620 218 302 201 77 24 536

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 64 3 35 7 100 0 69.0 24.6 6 3

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YFAR AGO -0 5 -13 5 38 7 5 6 9.5 2 6 -16.7 -3.9

r',.- 2 1 2 13



DATE 02/02/90 TIME 09:50:45
REPORT NO. 03 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO

PAGE 8

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED
CASES ONTOTAL ON NAND NEW THIS TOTAL RENABIL- NOT RENA- NOT RENA- NAND ATCASES START FT CLOSED ITATED BILITATED OILITATED END OFOF FY (28) 1281 (30) PERIOD

NEBRASKA (8) 308 201 105 107 89 29 9 199ACTUAL LAST YEAR 298 200 98 97 61 27 9 201PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 65.7 34.3 100.0 84.5 27.1 8.4PERCENT CHANGE FW X A YEAR AGO 2.7 O 5 7.1 10.3 13.1 7.4 0.0 -1.0
REGION 8 38.710 23.451 13.259 12,893 8,314 3.082 1.317 24.017ACTUAL LAST YEAR 38,293 22.839 13,854 12,553 8.319 2.999 1.233 23.740PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 63.9 36.1 100.0 65.5 24.1 10.4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.1 3.6 -2.9 1.1 -0.1 2.1 6.6 1.2

COLORADO (G) 9.312 5.507 3,805 3.668 2.344 996 328 5.644ACTUAL LAST YEAR 9,042 5.045 3.997 3,530 2.302 941 287 5.511PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 59 1 40.9 100.0 63.9 27.2 8.9PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.0 9.2 -4.8 3.9 1.8 5.9 14.3 2.4
MONTANA (6) 4,094 2.720 1.374 1,372 864 371 137 2.722ACTUAL LAST YEAR 4.129 2.581 1,568 1.409 843 400 166 2,720PERCENT DISTRIOUTION 100.0 86.4 33.6 100.0 63.0 27.0 10.0PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0.8 6 2 -12.4 -2.8 2.5 -7.2 -17.5 0.1IA

\0 NORTH DAKOTA (G) Z. 846 2.338 1.510 1.233 755 308 170 2,813ON ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3,758 2.336 1,422 1,136 649 309 179 2.622PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.7 39.3 100.0 61.2 23.0 13.8PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.3 0.0 8.2 8.5 18.3 0.0 -5.0 -0.3
SOUTH DAKOTA 1G) 3.847 2,334 1,313 1.287 760 297 210 1.360ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3,450 2.170 1,280 1.118 737 233 146 2.334PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 64.0 38.0 100.0 60.0 23.4 16.6PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 5.7 7.6 2.6 13.5 3.1 27.5 43.6 2.0
UTAH 1G1 13.534 ,.3211 4.208 4.103 3.0113 661 389 9.1131ACTUAL LAST YEAR 13.745 9.285 4.480 4,421 3.208 842 374 9.324PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 69 9 31.1 100.0 71.0 20.0 9.0PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.5 0.7 -6.1 -2.7 -4.7 2.3 4.0 -1.0
WYOMING (6) 2.277 1.228 1.049 850 -536 229 83 1.427ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2,169 1.262 907 941 583 278 83 1.228PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 53.9 46.1 100.0 63.3 26.9 9.8PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 5.0 -2.7 15.7 -9.7 -7.7 -16.7 0.0 16.2

REGION 9
97.713 54.923 42.790 41.386 26.699 14.114 673 56.327ACTUAL LAST YEAR 91.783 51.088 40.897 38,577 24.620 11.458 801 53.186PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 56.2 43.8 100.0 64.3 34.1 1.4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6 5 7.6 5.1 13.1 8.4 23.2 14.4 2.1

ARIZONA I61
8.082 4 540 3.542 3.102 2.046 911 143 4.960ACTUAL LAST YEAR 7.822 4.410 3.212 3.082 1.927 1.051 104 4.540PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56 2 43.8 100 0 88.0 29.4 1.8PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6,0 2.9 10.3 0.6 6.3 -13.3 37.3 9.7

2 ' I



DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO 03

TIME 0952.06
CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YFAR Itlag

PACE 9

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ALL ArTIVF CANE% 1.110(FssF0
-

cAnrt ON

TOTAL ON NAND NEW THIS ToTA1 RFNAMIL NoT RENA NOT RENA NANO AT

CASES START FY flontn lIttro PIIITATED PII1TATFP ENO OF

OF FY 1281 1281 1301 PERIOD
. . .. .. ---

CALIFORNIA (G) 62.191 46,036 36,133
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 76.220 42,040 34,180
PERCENT DISTRIDUTION 100.0 56.0 44.0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 7.6 9.6 5.7

GUAM (G) 327 22: 104

A(TIIAL LAST YiAR 383 252 131

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 68.2 31.2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -11.6 -11.5 -20.6

HAWAII (G) 4.104 2.665 1.439
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 4.153 2.636 1,517

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 64.9 35.1
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.2 1.1 -5.1

NEVADA (G) 2.654 1.216 1.436
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.631 1.212 1.419

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 45 9 54 1

PERCENT CHANGE FRoM A YEAR AGO 0 9 0 5 1 2

I-A

QD TRUST TERRITORIES (0) 79 54 25
.....1 ACTUAL LAST YEAR 541 384 157

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 66 4 31 6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -85.4 -65 9 -64 1

NORTHERN MARIANAS (G) 117 71 46
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 104 54 SU
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.7 39.3
PERCINT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 12.5 31.5 -6.0

AMERICAN SAMOA (G) 159 94 5
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 109 72 31

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59.1 40.9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 43.9 20.5 109.7

REGION 11 26.154 16,785 11,369
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 27.620 16.314 11.306
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 59.6 40.4
PERCENT CHANGE FR'M A YEAR AGO 1.9 2.9 0.6

ALASKA 1G1 ?.013 1.222 215
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.966 1.219 747
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.1 39.9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.9 0.7 9.1

IDAHO 1D1 4.299 2.389 1.610
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 4.400 2.832 1.568
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 62.5 37.5
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2.3 -5.0 2.7

216

35,239 22,655 12.C21 183 42,932
33.162 20.322 9.451 129 46.058
100.0 64.3 35.2 0.5
16.9 10.1 31.4 41.9 1.9

128 87 25 16 199

160 102 38 20 223
100.0 68 0 18.5 12.5
-20.0 -14.7 -34.2 -20.0 -10.8

1,443 292 395 166 2.661
1.428 813 487 126 2.663
100 0 61.1 27.4 11.5
-3.0 6 2 -12.9 -10.2 -0.2

1.341 944 341 38 1.313
1.414 989 373 52 1.217
100 0 70 4 25 4 4 2

5 2 4 a a g 7 7 7 6

IN a it o ol

20* 155 48 0 332

100 0 33 3 08 7 0 0
-91 4 -96.1 -73.0 -81.6

43 31 8 6 74

32 20 o 4 72

100.0 72.1 14.0 14.0
34.4 55.0 -25.0 50.0 2.8

- 52 46 3 3 107
30 30 0 o 79

100.0 88.5 5.8 5.8
73 3 53.3 35.4

11,293 6,838 3.315 1,140 16.881
10.839 6.360 3.158 1.322 16.782
100.0 60.2 29.4 10.1
4.2 7.3 5.0 -13.8 0.5

213 479 220 114 1.230
738 461 195 82 1.228

100.0 58.9 27.1 14.0
10.2 3.9 12.8 39.0 0.2

1.553 958 414 181 2.746
1.711 969 461 281. 2.689
100 0 61.7 26.7 11.7
-9.2 -1.1 -10.2 -35.6 2.1

217



DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO 03

TIME 09.53:30
CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 - 3)) AND PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR A00

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1969

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

ON NAND
START

NEW TNII
FY

OF FY

OREGON (G) 5.612 3.112 2.500
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 5.614 3.037 2.577
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 55.5 44.5
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0,0 2.5 -3.0

WASDINGTON (GI 15.051 9.029 6.026
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 14.548 8.497 6.051
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.0 40 0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.5 6.3 -0 4

IDAHO (11) 175 110 65ACTUAL LAST YEAk 162 113 49PERCENT DISTRIOU1ION 100 0 62 9 37 1
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 8 0 -2 7 32 7

OREGON (D) 284 167 117ACTUAL LAST YFAR 252 150 102PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 58 8 41.2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 12 7 11 3 14 7

WASHINGTON 181 684 450 214ACTUAL LAST YEAR 676 466 212PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 65.8 34 2PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0 9 -3 4 10 4

2 ' r:,..,

TOTAL
CLOSED

RIPEADIL- NOT RENA
!TAM IMITATED

IESI (POI

PAGE 10

CASES ON
POT RENA- NAND AT
MILITATED END OF

1301 PERIOD

2.669 1.832 797 80 2.923
2.502 1.713 731 56 3.112
100.0 66.1 29.6 2.2

7.5 6.9 9.0 3.4 -6.1

5.867 3,349 1,802 736 9.170
5.519 3,010 1,056 651 9.029
100.0 56.9 30.6 12.5

4.7 11.3 8.7 -13.5 1.6

40 21 13 6 135
52 22 23 7 110

100.0 52 5 32 5 15.0
-23.1 -4.5 -43 5 -14.3 22.','

94 71 21 2 190
65 63 19 3 167

100 0 75 5 22 3 2 1

10 6 12 7 10 5 -33.3 13 8

217 128 48 41 467
231 122 69 40 447

100 0 59 0 22.1 18.9
-6 1 4.9 -30.4 2.t 4.5

2 : ".. ,.



DATE 02/02/90
kEPORT NO 3A

TIME 09:54:t3
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY RENABILITATION RATE5 AMONG ACTIVE CASES CLOSED. BY TYPE OP AGENCY

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1969

PAGE 1

TOTAL CASES
CLOSED

REHABILITATED
1261

PERCENT REHABILITATED

THIS YEAR LAST YEAR

U S TOTAL 350,023 220.408 63.0 62.5

GENERAL AGENCIES TOTAL 337,065 210.693 62.5 62.0

RANK

1 AMERICAN SAMOA 52 46 66.5 100.0

2 NEW JERSEY 6.277 4,749 75.7 72.6

3 KANSAS 2.321 1.714 72.8 74.9

4 PUERTO RICO 4,835 2,533 72.1 78.8

5 NORTHERN MARIANAS 43 SI 72.1 62 5

s MISSOURI 7.383 5.262 71.7 72.4

7 UTAH 4.303 3.053 71.0 72.5

a NEW HAMPSHIRE 1.408 994 70.6 70.9

9 NEVADA 1.341 944 70.4 69.9

9 ALABAMA 6.608 6.059 70.4 69.4

11 ILLINOIS 10.160 7.029 69.2 67.9

12 FLORIDA 10.407 7.156 68.4 66.9

13 OREGON 2.669 1.832 88.1 68.5

14 GUAM 126 67 66.0 83 7

15 SOGT4 CAROLINA 11.763 7.965 67.6 68.5

16 ARKANSAS 3.669 2.462 67.5 62.5

17 RHODE ISLAND 1.117 751 67.2 76.0

18 DISTRICT OF CO 1.456 966 06.5 75.6

19 AR12DNA 3.102 2.046 66.0 62.5

20 DELAWARE 1.218 600 65.7 66.7

tl INDIANA 8.218 5,391 05.6 65.6

22 GEORGIA 10.170 6.659 65.5 70.7

23 IOWA 4.411 2.651 64.6 62.4

23 WEST VIRGINIA 4.161 2,688 64.6 67.4

25 CALIFORNIA 35.259 22.655 84.3 66.2

26 MARYLAND 5.456 2,500 64.1 66.2

27 COLORADO 3.668 2.244 62.9 05.2

26 KENTUCKY 5.945 3.764 62.7 57.6

29 WYOMING 650 536 63.2 62.0
30 MONTANA 1.372 864 e3.0 59.8

31 TEXAS 26.647 'R.616 62.4 62.6
32 NEW MEXICO 1.334 828 62.1 61.7
33 NORTH CAROLINA 13.958 6.620 61.6 55.6
34 IDAHO 1,553 958 61.7 56.6
35 VIRGIN ISLANDS 26 16 61.5 52.4

2 21



DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 3A

TIME 09:5519
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY REHABILITATION RATES ANONG ACTIVE CASES CLOSED. BY TYPE OF AGENCY

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1969

TOTAL CASES REHABILITATED PERCENT REHABILITATEDCLOSED (26)

THIS YEAR LAST YEAR

36 NORTH DAKOTA 1.233 755 61.2 57.137 HAWAII 1.443 682 61.1 54.638 NEW YORK 15.860 9.594 60.5 60.739 OHIu 9.657 5.937 60.2 64.340 SOUTH DAKOTA 1,267 760 60.0 66.0
40 MINNESOTA 5.670 3.401 60.0 62.042 JINGINIA 6,326 3.756 59.4 54.243 ALASKA 813 479 58.9 62.64 MAINE 1.362 798 56.6 52.745 PENNSYLVANIA 21.132 12.341 56.4 60.$
4C WISCONSIN 9.799 5.581 57.0 56.447 WASHINGTON 5.667 3.349 56.9 54.548 NEBRASKA 2.724 1.539 56.5 57 949 TENNESSEE 6.461 3.624 56 I 55.350 CONNECTICUT 3 891 2.048 55 5 59 2
51 MICHIGAN 11.515 8,354 Si 2 56 352 'KLAHOMA 8.285 1.454 ii 0 4* i53 vERMONT 990 331 it 0 on 0

ts.)
54 MASSACHUSETTS 8.113 4.16G 11 : 54 20 55 MISSISSIPPI 4.392 2.309 .: 0 it i0
56 LOUISIANA 6.837 2.996 43 8 26 957 TRUST TERRITORIES 18 6 33 3 74,2

2 2

PAGE 2



DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO 3A

TIME C9.58.01
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY REHABILITATION RATES AMONG ACTIVE CASES CLOSED. BY TYPE OF AGENCY

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1989

TOTAL CASES REHABILITATED PERCENT REHABILITATED
CLOSED (26)

THIS YEAR LAST YEAR

BLIND AGENCIES TOTAL 12.958 9.715 75.0 74.6

RANK

I SOUTH CAROLINA 266 231 86.8 75.0
2 ARKANSAS 225 194 86.2 53.3
3 KENTUCKY 413 352 85.2 $4.7
4 FLORIDA 1,207 1,015 84.1 82.8
5 NEW JERSEY 596 475 79.7 81.2

6 VERMONT III 88 79.3 76.2
7 TEXAS 2.587 2.026 78.9 77.5
a MINNESOTA 728 574 78.2 $3.1
9 MISSISSIPPI 728 572 78.6 50.1

10 OREGON 94 71 75.5 74.1

II NORTH CAROLINA 1.184 879 74.2 72.0
12 RHODE ISLAND 95 70 73.7 67.6
13 MASSACHUSETTS 274 198 72.3 76.4
14 VIRGINIA 579 410 70.8 62.7
15 MISSOURI 319 220 69.0 66.6

Na
CD 16 CONNECTICUT 167 115 68.9 55.2
1-A 17 NEW YORK 1.371 943 68.8 68.9

16 MICHIGAN 538 362 67.3 74.5
19 NEBRASKA 107 69 64.5 62.9
20 PENNSYLVANIA 785 503 64.1 63.2

21 DELAWARE 46 29 63.0 84.2
22 IOWA 164 102 62.2 63.7
23 WASHINGTON 217 128 59.0 52.8
24 IDAHO 40 21 52.5 42.3
25 NEW MEXICO 137 68 49.5 64.9

224 225

PAGE 3



DATE 02/02/90 TIME
REPORT NO 04 CASELOAD

09.56:47
DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE

SEVERE

TOTAL
CASES

CASES Of SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES
4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1989

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD SEVPRE

ON HAND NEM THIS TOTAL
START FY CLO8ED
OF FY

10 - 301 AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A

ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

RFNADIL NOT RENA ROT RENA
ITATED SILITATED 'IMITATED
1261 1281 1301

PAGE 1

YEAR AGO

CASE4 OP
NAND AT
END OF
PERIOD

U S TOTAL 824.',52 379.562 244,990 :54.667 146.467 70.663 17,537 389,865ACTUAL LAST YEAR 604.600 366,420 236,360 227.366 141,004 66,597 17.755 377.414PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.8 39.2 100.0 62.4 30.1 7.1PERCENT CHANGF FROM A YEAR AGO 3.3 3 6 2.8 3.2 3 9 3.0 -1.4 3.3
GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL 593.549 359.138 234.411 2 3.711 138,417 68.570 16,724 369,638ACTUAL LAST YEAR 574.555 346,149 226.406 216.932 133,356 66,613 17.023 357,863PERIENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 60 5 39.5 100.0 61.9 30.7 7.5PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.3 3.6 2 6 3.1 3.6 2.9 -1.8 3.4
BLIND AGENCY TOTAL 31.003 20.424 10.579 10.976 6.070 2.093 813 20.027ACTUAL LAST YEAR 30,245 20.271 9.974 10,394 7.646 1,964 762 19,681PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 65 9 34 1 100.0 73.5 19.1 7.4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2 5 0 6 6.1 5 6 5.5 5.5 6.7 0,9
REGION I 38,430 24,745 13,665 14.05E 6.!35 3.130 2.791 24.374ACTUAL LAST YEAR 38,222 23.402 14.620 13.518 6.000 3.026 2.492 24,704PERrENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 64 4 35 6 100.0 57 9 22.3 19 9PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.5 5 7 -7 7 4 0 1 7 3 4 12 0 -1.3N..)

C) CONNECTICUT IGI 6.054 3.247 2.807 2.400 1,347 573 480 3.854
N..) ACTUAL LAST YEAR 5,195 2 i97 2.396 1.946 1,141 475 332 3.247PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 53.8 46 4 100.0 56 I 23.9 20.0PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 16.5 16 . 17.1 23.2 16 1 20.6 44.6 12.5

MAINE IGI 2,788 1,565 1.203 1 039 609 323 107 1.749ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2,704 1.745 959 ..119 110 374 125 1.688PERCENI DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56 9 43 1 100.0 56.6 31.1 10.3PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 1 -9 2 25.4 -7.1 0.2 -13.G -20.7 10.3
MASSACHUSETTS IGI 20.474 14.172 6.302 7,491 4.094 1.840 1.887 12.963ACTUAL LAST YEAR 21,585 13,455 6.130 7.413 4,072 1.861 1.76* 14,172PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 69.2 30.8 100.0 54.7 20.6 24,8PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -5 1 5.3 -22.5 1.1 0.5 -2.6 5.5 -8.4
.1EM HAMPSHIRr. IGI 2.676 1.582 1.096 973 672 198 106 1,706ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.556 1.404 952 974 668 213 93 1.582PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 59 1 40 9 100.0 69 1 20.0 10.9PERCENT CHAKGE FROM A YEAR AGO 4.6 -1.4 15.1 -0.1 0.6 -8.8 14.0 7.8
RHODE ISLAND 1G)

2.'303 1.256 747 647 463 139 45 1.356ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.985 1.270 715 770 610 108 55 1.215PERCENT DISTRIBUTION too 0 62.7 37 3 100.0 71.6 21.8 7.0PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEA- AGO v.9 -1.1 4.5 -16.0 -24.1 32.4 -18.2 11.6
VERMONT IGI 2.410 1,469 941 689 479 246 134 1.581ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.140 1,179 961 671 420 178 73 1.469PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 61.0 39.0 100.0 55.8 26.6 18.6PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 12.6 24.6 -2 1 26 0 14.0 38.2 83.6 5.6

2 r'



DATE 02/02/90 TINE 09:5, 09 PAGE 2

' REPORT NO 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 30) AND PERCENT CNANGE FRON A YEAR A00
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1969

SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

ON NAND
START
OF FY

NEN THIS
FY

TOTAL
CLOSED

RENABIL-
ITATED
(26)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(26)

CONNECTICUT (8) 476 320 150 167 115 31

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 462 316 146 142 121 9

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 66.1 31.9 100.0 r11.6 18.6
PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO 1.7 1.3 2.7 17.6 -5.0 244.4

MASSACHUSETTS (11) 1.001 766 235 274 198 48

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.037 712 319 271 207 42

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 76.5 23.5 100.0 72.3 18.8
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR ....0 -3.5 6.7 -26.3 1.1 4.3 9.5

RHODE ISLAND (8) 276 184 94 95 'A 18

ACTUAL LAST YEPR 269 182 107 105 71 25

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 66.2 33.8 100.0 73.7 18.9
PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO -3.8 1.1 -12 I -9.5 -1.4 -29.0

VERMONT (B) 274 164 110 III 68 If

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 269 13E .33 105 80 24

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 51.9 40.1 100.0 79.3 17.1

ha
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.9 20.6 -17.3 5.7 10 0 -20.8

C) REGION 2 48.974 32.089 16.685 17.110 11.390 3.610
C....) ACTUAL LAST YEAR 49.045 32.185 16.860 17.080 11.459 3.706

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 65.5 34.5 100.0 66.6 22.3
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0.1 -0.3 0.1 0.2 -0.6 2.8

NEN JERSEY (G) 8.630 4.656 3.972 3.379 2.427 866
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 6.531 4.576 3.955 3.673 2.763 965
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 54.0 46.0 100.0 71.8 25.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO I 2 1.8 0.4 -12.8 -12.2 -10.3

NEN YORK (G) 26.509 17.321 .168 9.463 8.800 2.381
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 26.564 17.400 9.164 9.387 5.748 2.288
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 65.3 34.7 100 0 81.3 24.8
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0.3 -0.5 0.0 1 0.9 4.1

PUERTO RICO (G) 6.415 6.488 1.927 2.339 1.784 336
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 6.517 6.565 1.952 2.029 1.647 261
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 77.1 22.9 100.0 76.3 14.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.2 -1.2 -1.3 15.3 8.3 28.7

VIRGIN ISLANDS (G) 263 212 51 15 9 6
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 221 181 40 9 5 3
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 80.6 19.4 100.0 60.0 40.0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 19.0 17.1 27.5 66.7 60.0 100.0

NEN JERSEY (11) 1.539 914 625 543 427 62
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.492 970 522 578 466 55
PEFCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59.4 40.6 100.0 78.6 11.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.2 -5.6 19.7 -6.1 -8.4 12.7

2`"i 0

CASES ON
NOT RENA- NAND AT
BILITATED END OF

(30) PERIOD

21
12

12.6
75.0

30
22

10.9
38.4

7

9
7.4

-22.2

4

1

3.8
300.0

1.910
1.915
11.2
-0.3

303
320

- 5.3

727
766

183
184

-0.5

163
164

31.864
31.965

- 0.3

88 8.281
148 4.658
2.8

-40.7 12.7

1.312
1.381
13.9
-8.0

218
121
9.4

81.0

17.048
17.197

- 0.9

11.078
11.4811

-8.4

0 248
1 212

0.0
17.0

84
57

11.8

-5.3

221)

996
914

.0



.10 DATE 02/02/60 TIME 09:59:33
PAGE 3REPORT MO. 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANCE FROM A YEAR A00

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

SEVERE AcTIVE CASES IN PERIOD SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED
CASES ONTOTAL OM NAND NEW THIS TOTAL RENABIL- NOT RENA- NOT RENA- NAND ATCASES START FY CLOSED ITATED BILITATED BILITATED END OFOF FY (26) (28) (30) PERIOD

NEW YORK 1/11 3.618 2.466 1.122 1.371 643 186 236 2.247ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3.700 2.493 1,207 1.204 630 184 210 2.416PERCENT DISTRIRUTION 100.0 69.0 31.0 100.0 68.8 13.8 17.4PERCENT CNANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2.2 0.1 -7.0 13.9 13.6 15.2 13.8 -10.0
REGION 3 74,721 47.097 27.1124 29.904 17.360 8.309 3.218 46.917ACTUAL LAST YEAR 75.317 45.890 29.427 27.615 17.036 7.621 2.856 47.602PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 43.0 37.0 100.0 60.1 29.7 11.1PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0.8 2.6 -8.1 3.9 2.0 4.6 12.8 -3.6
DELAWARE (G) 1.192 584 608 679 444 183 62 613ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.176 543 635 594 410 136 46 584PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 49.0 51 0 100 0 65.4 27.0 7.7PERCENT CNANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 2 7 6 -4 3 14.3 6 .1 35.8 8.1 -12.2
DISTRICT OF CO (G) 795 424 371 422 240 76 83 373ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.802 1,191 61i 440 418 73 86 1.122PERrENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 53 3 44 7 104 0 R4 4 10 7 14 6PERCENT CNANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 55 9 -64 4 19 3 17 0 4 1 a 2 7 4 48 8NJ

0 MARYLAND (G) 9.104 5.246 3.615 1.743 2 41e 887 277 5 401ACTUAL LAST YEAR 6.603 4.372 4.231 3.'14 2 348 840 223 3.299PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56 1 41.9 100.0 65 9 26.7 7.5PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.4 15.7 -9 8 3.4 3.6 5.0 23.1 2.1
PENNSYLVANIA (G) 41.642 27.080 14.562 16.474 9.599 4.886 1,893 25,164ACTUAL LAST YEAR 41.649 25,868 15.961 15.031 9.113 4.340 1.579 26.818PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 65.0 35.0 100.0 511.3 30.3 11.6PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0.5 4.6 -6.9 9.6 5.3 14.9 20.0 -6.2
VIRGINIA 01 11.132 5.936 5.196 4.236 2.455 1.288 482 8.887ACTUAL LAST YEAR 10.543 6.091 4.432 4.607 2,441 1.887 538 5.236PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 53.3 46.7 100.0 56.0 30.4 11.8PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 5.6 -2.5 16.7 -8,1 0.6 -20.6 -8.7 16.2
WEST VIRGINIA (G) 6.663 4.673 1.990 2.142 1.349 4414 308 4,521ACTUAL LAST YEAR 6.784 4.475 2.309 2.142 1,377 488 277 4.642PERCENT DISTRINUTIO4 100 0 70.1 29.9 100.0 63.0 22.8 14.4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.4 4.4 -13.8 0.0 -2.0 -0.8 11.6 -2.8
DELAWARE (B)

156 76 62 46 29 13 4 112AcTUAL LAST YEAR
115 70 45 39 3S 0 7$PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 48.1 51.9 100.0 83.0 29.3 8.7PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 37 4 8.6 62.2 17.9 -12.1 116.7 47.4

PENNSYLVANIA (8) 3.052 2.366 666 748 463 146 117 2.304ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3.114 2.234 880 726 462 135 III 2.386PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 70.2 21.6 100.0 64.6 19.9 15.4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2 0 8.6 -24.3 2.7 0.2 9.6 5.4 12n4iOrl;f1



DATE 02/02/90 TINE 10'00:55
'REPORT NO 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE

SEVERE

CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD SEVERE

10 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE

ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

PAGE 4

FROM A YEAR AGO

CASES ON

TOTAL ON NAND NEM THIS TOTAL RENABIL- NOT RENA- NOT RENA- NAND AT

CASES START FY CLOSED ITATED BILITATED BILITATED END OF

OF FY (26) (26) (20) PERIOD

VIRGINIA (6) 963 640 334 451 302 136 II 631

ACTUAL LAsT YEAR 1.129 826 303 480 292 177 11 649

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 £8.0 34.0 10g.0 87.0 30.6 2.4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -12. -21.4 10.2 -6.0 3.4 -22.0 0.0 -21.0

REGION 4 135 , - 62,295 53.269 51.380 32.577 16,960 1.623 84,204

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 133 6. 62.879 50.721 52.211 32.451 17.414 2.346 61.369

PERCENT beSTRIBUTION 100.0 60.7 39.3 100.0 63.4 33.0 3.5

PER(ENT (MANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 5 -0 7 5.1 -1.6 0.4 -2.5 -2V 3 3.5

ALABAMA (G) 16.765 11.796 6,969 6.271 4,362 1,689 340 12.494

ArTUAL LAST YEAR 1%.767 11.129 6.636 5.971 3.970 1.464 517 11.796

PERcENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 62.9 37 I 100.0 69.6 25.0 5.4

PERCENT CHANGF FROM A YEAR AGO 5.6 6 o 5.0 5.0 9.9 5.7 -34.2 5.9

FLORIDA (0) 19.065 10.679 8.406 7.619 5,32$ 2,2C8 83 11.466

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 18.567 10.766 7.601 7.666 5.331 2.470 67 10.679

PERcENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56 0 44.0 100.0 69.9 29.0 1.1

t,..1

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.6 -0.6 "A -3.4 -0.1 -10.6 -4.6 7.4

CD GEORGIA (6) 19.747 13.555 6.192 6.461 4.152 2.255 54 13.286
Ln ACTUAL LAST YEAR 20.173 13.666 6 307 6.618 4,666 1.892 56 13.555

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 68.6 3. 4 100.0 64.3 34.E 0.8

PERcENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2.1 -0.6 -4.8 -2.4 -11 1 19.2 -6.9 -2.0

KENTUCKV (0) 11.476 7.242 4.236 3,904 2,372 1,191 341 7.574

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 11.053 7.061 3.992 3.890 2.180 1,263 427 7.163
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 63.1 36.9 100.0 60.6 30.8 6.7

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 6 2.6 6.1 0.4 8.8 -7.2 -20.1 5.1

MISSISSIPPI (6) 6.454 4.277 4.177 3,173 1.573 1.559 41 5.261
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 6.365 5.110 3.255 4.068 2.035 1.966 87 4.277
PERcENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 50.6 49.4 100.0 49.6 49.1 1..

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 1 -16.3 26.3 -22.4 -22.7 -20.7 -52.6 23.5

NORTH CAROLINA (0) 22.865 13.051 9.814 9.534 5.560 3.645 329 13.331
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 21.612 12,663 6.949 6,967 4,774 3.623 370 12,645
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 57.1 42.9 100.0 58.3 36.2 3.5
PERCFNT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 4 6 1.5 9.7 6.3 16.5 -4.7 -11.1 3.8

SOUTH CAROLINA (GI 15.646 9,165 6.461 7.445 4.882 2,562 11 8,201
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 16.478 9.692 6,566 7.914 5.326 2,580 6 6.564
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 58.7 41 3 100.0 65.6 34.3 0.1
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -5 0 -7.1 -1 9 -5.9 -e. -1.1 37.5 -4.2

TENNEssEE (G) 12.064 7.860 4.204 4.282 2.228 !.472 562 7.602
ACTuAL LAST YEAR 12.217 7.645 4.572 4.337 2.225 1,3IF 736 7,680
PERCENT DIsTRIBUTIIN 100.0 65 2 34 6 100 0 52 0 0.4 13.6
PFRCFNT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.1 3.1 -8.0 -1.3 0.1 7.0 -20.9 -1.0

2 2'.3



DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10:02.18 PAGE 5
REPORT NO 04 CAsELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTiVE CASES or SEVERELY DISABLED (sTATUsES 10 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1909

SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD sIVENI ACTIVE (-ARE% PRotiscio
CASES n%

TOTAL ON HAND NEN THIS TOTAL RENARII NoT RENA lot RENA NAND AT
CASES START FY CLOSED ITATEP PILITATED 81LItATFD ERI) OF

PENIOD
... . ___

OF FY 1281 1201
._

130)
...

FLORIDA (8) 2.393 1.359 1.034 856 713 133 10
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.103 1.471 632 744 586 144 12
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56.8 43.2 100 0 63.3 15.5 1.2PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 13 6 -7.6 63.6 15.1 21.3 -7.6 -16.7

KENTUCKY (B) 768 463 305 315 265 45 5
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 776 418 358 313 270 34 9
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.3 39.7 100.0 84.1 14.5 1.6PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.0 10.8 -14.6 0.6 -1.9 32.4 -44.4

MISSISSIPPI 181 946 678 266 342 255 94 10ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.031 639 392 353 259 81 13PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 71 7 26 3 100.0 73.1 24.1 2.9PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -6 2 6 1 -31.6 -1.1 -1 5 3.7 -23.1

NORTH CAROLINA 111; 2.671 1.719 952 906 657 233 IIACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.553 1.706 765 414 5011 216 22PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 64 4 35 6 100 u 72 3 23 7 1 6PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 4 6 I 9 24 4 0 * 10 2 7 9 27 3

IsJ SOUTH CAROLINA (8) 602 411 271 263 210 34 IC)
oh ACTUAL LAST YEAR 705 431 274 214 229 45 0PERCENT DISTRIBUTION Inl 0 60 3 39 7 100 0 86 6 12 6 0 4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -J 3 -4.6 -1 1 -9 9 0 4 -47.7 .

REGION 5 116.062 71.771 44.291 41.245 25.602 11.462 4.161ACTUAL LAST YEAR 112.255 69,945 42,310 41.115 25.779 11.013 4.323PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 61 8 38.2 100.0 62.1 27.6 10.1PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 4 2.6 4.7 0.3 -0.7 4.3 -3.7

ILLINOIS (G) 28.812 18,326 10.464 9.636 6.642 2.575 419ACTUAL LAST YEAR 28,703 17,639 11.064 10.375 7.057 2.506 412PERlENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 63 6 36.4 100.0 68.9 26.7 4.3PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0 4 3 9 -5.2 -7.1 -5.2 2.8 -48.4

INDIANA (s) 12,155 6,607 5.546 5.435 3.726 1.154 553ACTUAL LAST YEAR 11.065 6.047 5.018 4.458 3.045 989 424PCRIANT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 54.4 45.6 100.0 68.6 21.2 10.2PERCENT CHANGE F1,14 A YEAR AGO 9 9 9.3 10.6 21.9 22.4 16.7 30.4
MICHIGAN (G) 16.356 10,065 6.293 7.319 3.933 2.371 1.015ACTUAL LAST YEAR 17.410 10.608 6.802 7.345 3.926 2.420 999PERCLNT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 54 8 45.2 100 0 53.7 32.4 13.9PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 5 4 -5.I 21.9 -0.4 0.2 -2.0 1.6
MINNESOTA (G) 12.763 8,455 4,308 3.820 2.342 929 549ACTUAL LAST YEAR 12.059 8.074 3.985 3,665 2.288 832 545PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 66 2 33 8 100.0 61.3 24. 14.4PERCENT CHANCE FROM A YEAR AGO 5.8 4 7 8 1 4.2 . 4 11.7 0.7

9 ')..,,1"::

1.537
1.359

13.1

453
463

-2.2

597
678

-11.9

1.765
1.719

2 7

41,
411

1.5

74.817
71.140

5.2

19.176
16.328

4.8

6.720
6.607

1.7

11.039
10.065

9.7

6.943
4.194

6.5

ZE



DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10.0340
REPORT NO 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES or SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES

4 QUARTER. PISCAL YEAR 1969
10 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE IRON A

PAGE 6

YEAR AGO

SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD SEVERE ACTIVE CANIS PROCESSED
CASES ON

TOTAL ON HAND NEW THIS TOTAL NERASIL- NOT RE2A- NOT PM- NANO AT

CASES START FY (LOSED ITATPD PILITATPD RILITATID 2110 OF

OF FY (214) 1281 (30) PERIOD

OHIO (G) 20.574 11.909 6.665 6.811 4.179 2,138 494 13.763

ACTUAI LAST YEAR 19,151 10,923 6.226 7,242 4.773 2,088 381 11,9e9

PERCENT O'STRIBUTION 100.0 57 9 42.1 100 0 61.4 31.4 7.3

PER(ENT CHANGL FROM A YEAR AGO 7.4 9 0 5.3 -6.0 -12.4 2.4 29.7 15.6

WISCONSIN (6) 19.669 13.714 5.955 7,04:4 3,695 2,083 1,046 12,645

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 19.944 13,996 5.948 6.800 3.716 2,000 1,084 13,144

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 09 7 30 3 100.0 55 5 29.7 14.9

PERCI.N1 (BARGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1 4 -2 0 0 2 3.3 4.8 4.2 -3.5 -3.8

MICHIGAN (61 1.966 1.434 532 536 362 132 44 1.428

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.971 1.435 538 537 400 95 42 1.434

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 72 9 27.1 100.0 67.3 24.5 8.2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0 3 -0 1 -0.7 0.2 -9.5 38.9 4.8 -0.4

MINNESOT, 6: 1.765 1.259 506 662 521 100 41 1.103
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.952 1.221 731 693 574 83 36 1,259
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 71 3 28 7 100 0 78 7 15.1 6.2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YFAn AGO -9 6 3 1 -30.8 -4.5 -9 2 20.5 13.9 -12.4

REGION 6 87.030 50.263 36.767 33.115 19.924 11.732 1.459 53.915
ACTUAL LAST YFAR 81.511 46.010 35.501 31.743 17.737 12.279 1,727 49.768
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 57 6 42.2 100 0 60.2 35 4 4.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6 6 9 2 3.6 4.3 12.3 -4 5 -15.5 8.3

ARKANSAS I61 7.126 4,794 2,332 1.857 1.263 588 6 5,269
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 6.833 4,623 2,210 2.039 1,253 776 10 4.794
PERCENT DISTRIBU1ION 100 0 67.3 32.7 100.0 68.0 31.7 0.3
PERCEN1 CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 4.3 3.7 5.5 -8.9 0.6 -24.2 -40.0 9.9

LOUISIANA (6) 12.736 6.362 4,374 3.981 1,719 1,587 675 8,755
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 13.752 9.645 4,107 5,390 1,509 2,836 1,045 8,362
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 65.7 34.3 100.0 43.2 39.9 17.0
PFRCFNT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 7 4 -13 3 6.5 -26.1 13.9 -44.0 -35.4 4.7

NEW mrxtro (6) 1.801 1,074 727 634 415 182 37 1,167
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.701 918 783 627 J87 202 38 1.074
PERCENT JISTRIBUTION 100 0 59.6 40.4 100.0 68.5 29.7 5.8
PERCI.NT CHANGE. FROM A YEAR AGO 5.9 17.0 -7.2 1.1 7.2 -11.11 -2.6 8.7

OKLAHOMA (G) 9.802 6.326 3.476 2,781 1,540 962 279 7,021
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 9.421 6.026 3.395 3,095 1,497 1.338 260 6,326
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 64 5 35.5 100.0 55.4 34.8 10.0
PER(ENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 4.0 5.0 2.4 -10.1 2.9 -28.1 7.3 11.0

TEXAS (G) 49.774 26.317 23,457 21.483 13,157 7,979 347 28,291
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 44.650 21.700 23.150 16.533 11,503 6,761 269 26,317
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 52 9 47 1 100.0 61.2 37.1 1.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 11 0 21.3 1.3 15 9 14.4 16.0 29.0 7.5

23G
OOP,



2

DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10.05:04
REPORT ND 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1989

SEVERE ACTIVL CASES IN PERIOD SEVERE

TOTAL ON NANC NEW THIS TOTAL
CASES START FY CLOSED

OF FY

PAGE 7
10 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO

ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED
CASES ON

REHABIL- NOT RENA- NOT RENA- HAND AT
ITATED BILITATED BILITATED END OF
(26) (26) (30) PERIOD

ARKANSAS (B) 676 463 213 225 194 30 1 451ACTUAL LAST YEAR 673 411 262 210 175 32 3 463PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 68.5 31.5 100.0 86.2 13.3 0.4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.4 12.7 -16.7 7.1 10.9 -6.3 -66.7 -2.6

NEW MEXICO (B) 308 230 78 110 52 51 7 196ACTUAL LAST YEAR 335 271 64 105 64 3? 4 230PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 74.7 25.3 100.0 47.3 40.4 6.4pERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -6.1 -15.1 21.9 4.8 -16.6 37.6 75.0 -13.9

TEXAS (11) 4,807 2,697 2,110 2,044 1,584 353 107 2,763ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3.946 2.416 1,530 1,744 1,349 297 98 2,202PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56.1 43 9 100.0 77.5 17.3 5.2PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 21.6 11.6 37.9 17.2 17.4 18.9 9.2 25.5

REGION 7 25.655 14,033 11.622 10,362 7,129 2,782 471 15.273ACTUAL LAST YEAR 23.464 13.390 10.094 9,526 6.500 2,643 383 13,956PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 54.7 45.3 100 0 66.7 26.6 4.5PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 9.2 4.6 15.1 9.0 9 7 5 3 23.0 1.4

IOWA CG1 6.693 3.479 3.414 2.342 1.602 456 284 4,551ACTUAL LAST YEAR 5,195 2,776 2,417 1.716 1.066 406 220 3,479PERCENT DISTRIBUTIO: 100.0 50.5 49.5 100.0 68.4 19.5 12.1PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 32.7 25.2 41.2 36.5 47.2 11.6 29.1 30.$
KANSAS (GI 3.268 1.772 1.496 1,326 1,005 306 15 1,942ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3.067 1,694 1,373 1,295 1,001 276 16 1,772PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 54.2 45.8 100.0 75.6 23.1 1.1PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6.5 4.6 9.0 2.4 0.4 10.1 -6.3 9.6
MISSOURI 01 6,779 4.561 4.196 3.969 2.668 1,060 21 4,610ACTUAL LAST YEAR 8.513 4,611 3.902 3.932 2,640 1,060 12 4.561PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 52 2 47.6 100.0 72.8 26.7 0.5PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.1 -0.7 7.6 0.9 1.7 -1.9 75.0 5.0
NEBRASKA IG) 5.210 3.172 2.038 2.196 1,272 608 116 3,014ACTUAL LAST YEAR 5.206 3.211 1.997 2,036 1.218 726 95 3,172PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 60.9 39 I 1 0.0 57.9 36.6 5.3PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR An0 0.0 -1.2 2.1 7.9 4.6 11.4 22.1 -5.0
IOWA CB/ 544 415 129 164 102 52 10 360ACTUAL LAST YEAR 570 444 126 156 100 48 8 414PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 76.3 23.7 100.0 62.2 31.7 8.1PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -4.6 6.5 2.4 5.1 2.0 6.3 25.0 -$.2
MISSOURI (B) 655 413 242 276 191 71 16 377ACTUAL LAST YEAR 633 452 161 294 194 77 23 339PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 63 1 36 9 100.0 66 7 25.5 5.9PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 5 -8 6 33 7 -5.4 -1.5 -7.6 -30.4 11.2 239



DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10*06:25 PAGE 6

REPORT NO 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OP ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

NEBRASKA (B)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

REGION 8
ACTUAL ..AST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

COLORADO (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

MONTANA (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

tsJ

CD NORTH DAKOTA (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

SOUTH DAKOTA (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

UTAH (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

WYOMING (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A ',EAR AGO

REGION 9
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANG1 FROM A YEAR AGO

ARIZONA (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

249

SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED
CASES ON

TOTAL ON NAND NEW THIS TOTAL REHABIL- NOT RENA- NOT RENA- NAND AT
CASES START FY CLOSED ITATED BILITATED WILITATED END OF

PERIODOF FY (26) (26) 1301

306 201 105 107 69 29 9
296 200 98 97 61 27 9

100.0 65.7 34.3 100.0 84.5 27.1 8.4
2.7 0.5 7.1 10.3 13.1 7.4 0.0

23.736 15.106 8,830 8.116 5,353 2.025 736
22.450 13.645 8.805 7.753 5.162 1,895 676
100.0 63.6 36.4 100.0 86.0 25.0 0.1
5 7 10.7 -2.0 4.7 3.3 6.9 9.2

6.205 3.698 2.507 2.365 1.497 676 212
5.891 3,227 2.664 2.197 1,432 604 181
100 0 59 6 40 4 100.0 62.8 28.3 6.9
5.3 14 8 -5 9 8 6 4 5 II 9 31.7

2.637 1.881 956 1.003 668 260 73
2.685 1.6111 994 667 011 202 94
100 0 66 1 33 7 100 0 04 6 15 11 7 S

5 7 II 2 1 R I A I 6 8 20 2

2.11 I 453 738 711 445 167 7.
1.679 952 727 620 340 185 67
100 0 85 7 34.3 100 0 62 6 26.3 11.1
31 7 52.8 4.3 14.7 27.9 1.1 -9.2

1.742 1.066 676 566 349 142 74
1.524 946 576 456 302 106 50
100.0 61.2 36.6 106.0 61.7 25.3 13.1
14 3 12.4 17.4 23.6 15.6 34.9 46.0

9.366 6.267 3.079 3,082 2.161 661 270
9.413 6,310 3,103 3,112 2.235 620 267
100 0 67.1 32.9 100.0 70.1 21.1 6.6
-0 5 -0.4 -0.5 -1.0 -3.3 5.0 5.1

1.375 721 054 369 233 100 Pe
1,258 517 741 379 234 110 27
100.0 52 4 47.6 100.0 63.1 29.3 7.6

9.3 39.5 -11.7 -2.6 -0.4 -6.5 3.7

55.975 31,194 24.761 22.929 14.501 0.122 306
50,668 26.190 22.476 19.343 12.032 6.446 265
100.0 55.7 44.3 100.0 63.2 35.4 1.3
10.5 10 7 10.2 16.5 14.6 26.0 15.5

4,422 2.406 2.016 1,745 1.170 516 69
4,144 2,413 1.731 1.736 '..089 596 53
100.0 54.4 45 6 100 0 67.0 29.6 3.4
6.7 -0.3 18 5 0.4 7.4 -13.4 11.3

196
2d1

-1.0

15.620
14.897

6.3

3.620
3.694

3 4

I 834
1.8116

6 0

1.300
1.056

41.6

1,176
1.066

10.3

6.284
6.301

-0.3

1.006
879

14.4

33.046
31,325

6.5

2.677
2.406

11 3

241



DATE 02/02/90 TIME 1010749 PAGE 9
REPORT No 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED
CASES ON

TOTAL ON HAND NEN THIS TOTAL RENABIL- NOT RENA- NOT RENA- HAND AT
CASES START FY CLOSED ITATED BILITATED BILITATED END OF

PERIODOF FY 1261 (28) (30)

CALIFORNIA (G) 47,703 26.652 21.051 19.41! 12.148 7.152 114
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 42.337 23.414 16.923 15.685 10.322 5,287 76
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 55.9 44 I 100.0 62.6 36.6 0.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A 1"FAR AGO 12.7 13.8 11.2 23 6 17.7 35.3 50.0

GUAR (G) 244 157 87 85 56 19 10
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 273 179 94 116 71 29 16
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 64.3 35 7 100.0 65.9 22.4 11.8
PEHCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -10 6 -12.3 -7.4 -26.7 -21.1 -34.5 -37.5

HAWAII (G) `.747 1.041 706 772 462 220 90
ACTUAL LAST YEAR I.I'O2 1.020 762 741 396 255 90
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59.6 40 6 100.0 59.8 28.5 11.7
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2 0 2.1 -7.3 4.2 16.7 -13 7 0.0

NEVADA (G) 1.666 826 660 853 621 203 29
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.659 607 852 860 594 240 26
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 49 0 51.0 100.0 72 6 23.8 3.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO I 6 2 4 0.9 -0.8 4.5 -15.4 11.5

N)
1-A TRUST TERRITORIES (G) 48 40 8 11 4 7 0
C) ACTUAL LAST YEAR 376 281 95 178 136 39 3

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 83.3 16.7 100 0 36.4 63.6 0.0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -67 2 -85 6 -91.6 -93.8 -97.1 -62.1

NORTHERN MARIANAS 1G1 44 21 23 24 IC 5 I

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 31 24 7 10 9 0 I

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 47.7 52 3 100.0 75.0 20.8 a P
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 41 9 -12 5 226 6 140.0 100.0 0.0

AMERICAN SAMOA 1C1 61 51 30 .25 22 0 3
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 66 52 14 15 15 0 0
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 63.0 37 0 100.0 88.0 0.0 12.0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 22.7 -1 9 114.3 66 7 46.7

REGION 10 18.385 10.969 7.416 7,450 4,496 2.294 660ACTUAL LAST YEAR 18.248 10.684 7,364 7.282 4.228 2.254 600PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59 7 40.3 100 0 60.3 30 8 8.9
PERCENT CHANGE FRoM A YEAR AGO 0 8 0.8 0.7 2.3 6.3 1.8 -17.5

ALASKA (GI 1.110 665 445 589 244 114 31ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.064 613 451 339 265 103 31PFICENT OINTN1HUTION 100 0 59 9 40 I 100.0 62.7 29.3 8.0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 4 3 8 5 -1 3 -2.5 10.7 0.0

IDAHO (G) 2.365 1.501 684 895 559 256 60ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.543 1.760 783 1.042 588 317 137PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 62 9 37.1 100.0 62.5 28.6 8.9PERCENT CHANGE FROM A ,AR AGO -6 2 -14.7 12 9 -14 I -4.9 -19.2 -41.8

28.269
26.652

6.1

159
157

1.3

975
1.041

-6.3

633
799

4.3

37

198

-81.3

20
21

-4.8

56
51

9.8

10.935
10.966

0.3

721
665

8.4

1.490
1,501

- 0.7

r) 0
()



DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10.09:10
REPORT NO 04 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION Or ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10

4 QUARTER. FIsCU YEAR 19A9

PAGE 10

30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD SEVERE AfTIvE «ksF4 POnfEgsrD

TOTAL ON HAND NEw THIS TOTAL
CASES START FY (Iwo!,

OF FY

RFNABIL
ITA71-0

124)

1101 OrnA
RiliTi.7FM

12011

NOT OrNA
BILITATED

1301

C119,9 09
Aloin AC
190 (Ir
PERIOD

OREGON (G) 4,043 2.267 1.776 1.952 1.336 577 39 2.091

ACTUAL LAST YEAo 4.020 2.149 1,871 1,753 1.193 523 37 2,267

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 56 1 43 9 100.0 68.4 29.6 2.0
PERcENT (HANGL FROM A YEAR AGo 0.6 5 5 -11.1 11.4 12.0 10.3 5.4 -7.0

WASHINGTON (G) 9.704 5.809 3.895 3.863 2,137 1.265 461 5.841

AcTUAL LAST YEAR 9.529 5.633 3.896 3.720 1.975 1.200 545 5.809
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 59.9 40 1 100 0 55.3 32.7 11.9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 8 3 1 0.0 3.8 8.2 5.4 -15.4 0.6

IDAHO (B) 175 110 65 40 21 13 6 135

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 162 113 49 52 22 23 7 110

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 62 9 37 1 100.0 52.5 32.5 15.0
PERcENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6 0 -2 7 32 7 -23 1 -4 5 -43.5 -14.3 22.7

OREGON (11) 284 167 117 94 71 11 1 190

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 252 130 102 11% 83 19 3 167

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 56 8 41 2 100 0 75 5 12 3 2 1

iv
i-.1

PERcENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

WASHINGTON (11)

12 7

664

II 3

450

14 7

234

in 6

217

12 7

120

le i

40

33 3

41

13 8

487
i-A ACTUAL LAST YEAR 676 466 212 231 122 09 40 447

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 65 8 34 2 100 0 59 0 21 1 16 ID

PERIENT CHANGE FRom A YEAR AGO 0 9 -3 4 10.4 -6 I 4.9 -30.4 2.5 4.5



DATE 02/02190
REPORT NO. 44

TIME 10:1007
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY REHABILITATION RATES AMONG SEVERE ACTIVE CASES CLOSED. BY TYPE OF AGENCY

4 kdARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1986

U S ToTAL

SEVERE CASES
CLOSED

234.687

REHABILITATED
1261

146.487

!WIRT 112116111LITATED......
TRI4 TRAP ! ST YEAR

82 4 82.0

GENERAL AGENCIES ToTAL 223,711 138.417 61.9 61.5

RANK

1 AMERICAN SAMOA 25 22 88.0 100.0
2 PUERTO RICO 2.339 1.764 76.3 81..
3 KANSAS 1.326 1,005 75.0 77.3
4 NaRTHERIA MARIANAS 24 18 75.0 65 0
5 NEVADA 853 621 72.8 P.

5 MISSOURI 3,969 2.068 72.8 1: 2NEM JERSEY 3,379 2,427 71.6 71.3
t RHODE ISLAND 647 463 71.6 76.2
9 UTAH 3.082 2.161 70.1 71.6
10 FLORIDA 7.619 5,326 69.9 67.6

11 ALABAMA 6.271 4.362 69.6 66.5
12 NEW HAMPSHIRE 973 672 69 1 68 6

NJ 13 ILLINOIS 9,636 6,642 68 9 68.0
14 INDIANA 5.435 3,728 68.5 68.3NJ 15 OREGON 1.952 1.336 66.4 68.1

15 IONA 2,342 A.602 66.4 63.417 ARKANSAS 1,657 1,263 68.0 61.518 ARIZoNA 1,745 1,170 67.0 62.719 MONTANA 1.003 666 66.6 63.620 DISTRICT OF c0 422 260 66.4 76.3

21 GUAM 65 56 65.6 61.221 MARYLAND 3.703 2,439 85.6 68.623 SOUTH cARO,INA 7.445 4.662 65.6 67.324 NEW mEXICO 634 415 65.5 $1.725 DELAWARE 679 444 65.4 80.0

26 GEORGIA 6.461 4.152 64.3 70 527 WYOMING 369 233 63.1 61.728 mEST VIRGINIA 2.142 1,349 03.0 64.329 COLORADO 2,365 1.497 62 8 Al 230 ALASKA 369 244 62.7 .6.4

31 NORTH DAKOTP 711 445 62.6 66.131 CALIFoRk 19,414 12,146 62.6 65.631 IDAHO 695 559 62.5 56.434 SOUTH DAKOTA 566 349 61.7 65.635 OHIo 6,611 4,179 61.4 65.9

24 G

PAGE 1

247



DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO 44

TIME 1011:00
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY REHABILITATION RATES AMONG SEVERE ACTIVE CASES CLOSED. BY TYPE OF AGENCY

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

SEVERE CASES
CLOSED

REHABILITATED
1261

PERCENT REHABILITATED

THIS YEAR LAST YEAR

36 MINNESOTA 3.820 2.342 61.3 62.4

36 NEW YORK 9.463 5,800 61.3 61.2
38 TEXAS 21.483 13.157 61.2 62.1

39 KENTUCKY 3.904 2,372 60.8 56.0

40 VIPGIN ISLANDS 15 9 60.0 55.6

41 HAWAII 772 462 59.8 53.4

42 MAINE 1.039 609 58.6 54.5

43 NORTH CAROLINA 9.534 5.560 58.3 53.2

43 PENNSYLVANIA 16.478 9.599 58.3 60.6
4b VIRGINIA 4.235 2.455 58.0 53.0

46 NEBRASKA 2.196 1.272 57.6 511.7

47 CONNECTICUT 2.400 1.347 56.1 58.6
48 VERMONT 859 479 55.8 62.6
49 WISCONSIN 7.024 3.895 55.5 54.6
50 OKLAHOMA 2.781 1.540 55.4 48.4

51 WASHINGTON 3.863 2.137 55.3 53.1
52 MASSACHUSETTS 7.491 4.094 54.7 54.6
53 MICHIGAN 7.319 3.933 53.7 53.5

tsa
54 TENNESSEE 4.282 2.228 52.0 51.3

ha 55 MISSISSIPPI 3,173 1.573 49.6 49.6
(Ja

56 LOUISIANA 3.981 1.719 43.2 28.0
57 TRUST TERRITORIES 11 4 36.4 76.4

2 4 P

PAGE 2
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DAfE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 4A

TINE 10:11:42
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY REHABILITATION RATES AMONO SEVERE ACTIVE CASES CLOSED. BY TYPE OF AGENCY

6 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

SEVERE CASES
CLOSED

REHABILITATED
(26)

PERCENT REHABILITATED

TNIS YEAR LAST YEAR

BLIND AGENCIES TOTAL 10.976 6.070 73.5 73.6

RANK

I SOUTH CAROLINA 265 230 66.6 77.9
2 ARKANSAS 225 194 86.2 83.3
3 KENTUCKY 315 265 84.1 86.3
4 FLORIDA 856 713 83.3 79.0
5 VERMONT III 88 79.3 76.2

6 MINNESOTA 662 521 78.7 62.6
7 NEW JERSEY 543 427 78.6 80.6
8 TEXAS 2.044 1.584 77.5 77.4
9 OREGON 94 71 75.5 74.1

10 RHODE IS*.AND 95 70 73 7 67.6

11 MISSISSIPPI 349 255 73 1 73 4
12 NORTH CAROLINA 906 657 72 5 71 5
13 MASSACHUSETTS 274 190 72 1 70 4
14 CONNECTICUT 167 IIS an 8 Ili 2
15 NEW YORK 1.371 941 00 A 00 4

16 MISSOURI 278 1101 88 7 66 0
17 MICHIGAN 538 362 67 3 74.5
18 VIRGINIA 451 302 67.0 60.8
19 PENNSYLVANIA 748 483 64.6 66.2
20 NEBRASKA 107 69 64.5 62.9

21 DELAWARE 46 29 63.0 84.6
22 IOWA 164 102 62.2 64.1
23 WASHINGTON 217 126 59.0 52.8
24 IDAHO 40 21 52.5 42.3
25 NEM MEXICO 110 52 47.3 61.0

253

PAGE 3

251



DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10.27:52
REPORT NO 08

PAGE 1

TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 30)

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1969

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

ON NAND
START
OF FY

NEM THIS
FY

TOTAL
CLOSED

RERABIL-
1TATED
(26)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(26.30)

CASES ON
NAND AT END
OF PEmIOD

U. S TOTAL CASELOAD 929,998 569.567 359.431 350.023 220.406 129.615 576.975

SEVERE CASELOAD 624,552 379,562 244,990 234,667 146,487 86.200 369.665

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 67.2 66.6 68.2 67.0 66.5 68.0 67.3

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 65.6 64.4 66.1 65.1 64.6 65.9 66.3

GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL CASELOAD 692.622 545.642 346.780 337.065 210.693 126,372 555.557

SEVERE CASELOAD 593.549 359.136 234.411 223.711 138.417 5.294 369.836

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 66.5 65.8 67.6 66.4 65.7 67.5 66.6

PERCF9f SEVERE 3F TOTAL A YEAR AGO 65,1 63.5 67 7 64.4 63.8 65.4 5.5

BLIND AGENCY TOTAL CASELOAD 36.376 23,725 12.651 12.956 9.715 3,243 23.419

SEVERE CASELOAD 31.003 20.424 10,579 10.976 6.070 2.906 20.027

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 65.2 66 1 63 6 84 7 63.1 89.6 65.5

PERCENT SEVFRE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 84.1 66.9 78.9 85.0 63.8 88.4 63.7

HPGION 1 TOTAL CASELOAD 49.233 30.677 16.356 17,328 9.957 7.371 31.905

SEVERE CASELOAD 38,430 24,745 13,685 14.056 6.135 5,921 24.374

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 76.1 60.1 74 6 61.1 81.7 60.3 76.4

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 60 0 79.2 81.2 79 9 79.8 79.9 80.0

CONNECTICUT (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 9.366 5.595 3,791 3.691 2.048 1.643 5,695

SEVERE CASELOAD 8,054 3.247 2.807 2.400 1.347 1.053 3.654

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 64 5 56 0 74.0 55.0 65.6 64.1 64.2

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 59 0 54 1 65.6 60.6 60.0 61.4 56.0

MAINE (6) TOTAL CASELOAD 3.624 2.067 1,557 1,362 798 564 2.262
SEVERE CASELOAD 2.788 1,565 1.203 1.039 609 430 1.749

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 78.9 76 7 77.3 76.3 76.3 76.2 77.3

PERcENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 77 9 63.4 69.6 79.7 82.4 76.7 76.7

MASSACHUSETTS (GI TOTAL CASELOAD 23.917 15.552 8.365 . 6.11j 4.360 3.753 15.804
SEVERE CASELOAD 20,474 14,172 6,302 7,491 4.094 3.397 12.963

PERCFNT SEVERE OF TOTAL 85 6 51.2 75.2 92 3 93.8 90.5 62.2
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 91 1 90.1 92.9 91.0 92.1 89.6 91.2

NEM HAMPSHIRE (6) TOTAL CASELOAD 3.993 2.320 1.673 1.408 994 414 2.565
SEVERE CASELOAD 2.678 1.562 1.096 973 672 301 1.705

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 67 1 66.2 65 5 69.1 67.6 72.7 66.0
PERCENT SEVER! Or TOTAL A YFAR AGO 68 4 72 3 62.7 68.6 66.5 73.7 68.2

RHODE ISLAND (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 3,544 2,274 1.270 1.117 751 366 2.427
SEVERE CASELOAD 2.003 1.256 747 647 483 184 1.356

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 56.5 55 2 56.6 57.9 61.7 50.3 85.9
PrRCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 55.7 53.7 59.7 59.7 62.2 51.6 83.4

VERMONT (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 2,746 1.655 1.091 990 835 455 1.756
SFVERE CASELOAD 2.410 1,469 941 659 478 380 1.551

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 67 6 88 8 66.3 66.9 69.5 93.5 86.3
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 86 4 63 3 90.4 61.5 65.0 76.3 88.8

2 5 2 e1rN4. 0 0



DATE 02/02:90 TINE 1029(13
REPORT NO. 06

PA02 2
TOTAL AND SEVERE CMS AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OP TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 - 301

4 QUARTER. FISCAL VFAR 1089

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD AIIIVF (-Avri 1.110(fAvID

TOTAL ON NANO NEW TN1s ToTAI PINA011 Vol PFNA (WV 0%
CASES START FY (LoSED 17A1110 AIIIIATFO NANO AT Foll

OP FY 1261 423 101 of PINinn
----- - -- - -

CONNECTICUT (8) TOTAL CASELOAD 470 320 150 167 115 52 303
SEvERE CASELOAD 470 320 150 167 115 52 303

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 1)0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
PERCENT sEvERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

MASSACHUSETTS 161 TOTAL CASELOAD 1.001 766 235 274 196 76 727
SEVERE CASELOAD 1.001 766 235 274 198 76 727
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 100 0 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
pERCENT sEvERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100 0 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

RHODE ISLAND (11) TOTAL CASELOAD 278 184 94 95 70 25 163
SEVERE CASELOAD 278 184 94 95 70 25 163

PERIENT SEvERE oF TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
pERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100.0 100.0

VERMONT (R) TOTAL cAsELOAD 274 164 110 111 86 23 163
SEVERE CASELOAD 274 164 110 III 66 13 163
PERCENT SENFRE OF TOTAL 100 0 100 0 100 0 Inn o 100 0 100 0 100 0
PERCENT SEVERE oF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100 0 100 0 100 0 ino o inn n inn 0 100 0

NJ
F-. REGION 2 TOTAL CASELOAD 82.608 54.640 27.016 28 06,1 II1 sib 11.658 53.643
CN SEvERE CASELOAD 48.974 32.089 16.665 17.110 11.3110 5.720 31.664

PERCENT sEvIRE OF TOTAL 59 3 58 7 60 5 511 1 511 0 511 2 59 4
PERCENT SEvr.RE OF TOTAL A yEAR AGO 58 4 57 7 59 9 ..(11 0 57.6 56.3 58.7

254

NEM JERSEY IGI TOTAL CASELOAD 14.709 7.760 6,949 6.277 4,749 1.528 6.492SEVERE CASELOAD 6.630 4.656 5,972 3.379 2.427 952 5.251PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 58 7 80 0 57.2 53.8 51.1 62.9 62.5PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 57 3 57.0 57 6 54.3 52.6 58.9 60.1

NEW YORK 1G) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEvERE CASELOAD
PERiENT SEvERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT sEvERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

PUERTO Rico IGI TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE cAsELOAD
PERCENT sEVERE or TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

VIRGIN ISLANDS (G) TOTAL cAsELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENv SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

NEM JERSEY 18) 'OTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEvERE OE TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

44.254 28.964 15.270 15.860 9.594 6.266 26.374
26.509 17.321 9,188 9.469 5,600 3.663 17.046
59.9 59.8 60.2 59.7 60.5 58.5 60.1
59.2 58.8 59.9 56.1 56.6 57.4 59.6

18,100 14.254 9,846 4.695 3,599 1.302 13.265
8.415 6.488 1,927 2.399 1,764 555 6.076
46 5 45.5 50.1 48.4 50.5 42.6 45.6
45 9 45.4 47.5 47.0 46.4 41.7 45.5

954 288 66 26 16 10 328
265 212 51 15 9 6 248

74 3 73 6 77.3 57.7 56.3 60.0 75.6
71 5 73.3 64.5 42.9 45.5 40.0 73.6

1.593 928 665 596 475 121 997
1.539 914 625 543 427 116 996
96 a 98.5 94.0 91.1 89.9 95.9 99.9
95 5 99 9 66 3 91.2 90.5 94.1 98.5 255



DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10.3033
REPORT NO. 06

PACE 3

TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 - 30)
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ACT1VF CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

NEW YORK (8) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE cAsFLOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCEN7 SEVERE oF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

REGION 3 TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE cAsEiOAD
PERcENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PER('FNT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

ON RAND
START
OF FY

NEN THIS TOTAL RERABIL POT 910A- CASES OR
FY CLocED ITATED RILITATIO NAND AT IND

1261 128.301 OF FER100
-

3.618 2.496 1.122 1.371 943 428 2.247
3,618 2.496 1.122 1.371 943 4211 2.247
100.0 100 0 :00.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

107.206 68.976 40.230 41,161 24.993 16.16$ 66.045
74.721 47.097 27.(Z4 28,904 17.360 11.524 45.817
69 7 70.3 66.7 70.2 69.5 71.3 69.4
70 5 70.4 70.8 69.9 69.1 71.3 70.9

DELAWARE (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 2,325 1.123 1.202 1.218 800 416 1.107
SEVERE CASELOAD 1.192 564 608 679 444 235 513

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 51 3 52.0 50 6 55 7 55.5 56.2 46.3
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 53 2 53.1 53.2 54.4 54.7 53.6 52.0

DISTRICT OF CO (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 2.741 1,463 1,278 1.456 166 488 1.265
SEVERE CASELOAD 795 424 371 422 280 142 373

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 29 0 29 0 29 0 29 0 28 9 29 1 29.0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 60 3 61 1 56.9 45 8 48 0 39.0 74.7

NJ
MARYLAND (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 13,069 7.947 5.121 5.458 3.500 1.958 7.610

....J SEVERE CASELOAD 9.104 5,289 3.915 3.703 2,439 1.294 5.401
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 69.7 66.6 74.5 67.8 69 7 64.6 71.0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 65 2 !7.2 76.7 63.2 63.6 62.0 66.6

PENNSYLVANIA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD
PERcENT sEvERE OF TOTAL
PERU:NT SEVERE OF TOTAL A TEAR AGO

VIRGINIA (G) TOTAL cASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCFNT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

54.908 35,476 19.430 21.132 12,341 6,791 '3,776
41.642 27.060 14.562 16.476 9.599 ,679 25.164

75 8 76 3 74.9 76.0 77.6 78.3 74.5
76.9 78.2 75.0 79.5 79,2 79,9 75.6

17.248 9.013 6.235 6.326 3.756 2.570 10.922
11.132 5.936 5.196 4.235 2.455 1.780 .897
64.5 65.9 63.1 66.9 65.4 69.3 63.1
65 8 64.4 67.8 65.7 64.3 7.4 65.9

WEST VIRGINIA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 12,311 6.454 3.857 4.161 2.686 .1.475 6.150
SEVERE cASELOAD 6.663 4.673 1.990 2.142 1,346 7O3 4.521
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 54 1 55.3 51.6 51.5 60.2 53.8 65.5
PERCENT SEMI. or TOTAL A YEAR AGO 53.0 54 4 50 6 49.4 47.1 54.1 54,9

DELAWARE (R) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE. OF TOTAL A YFAR AGO

PENNSYLVANIA (9) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELoAD
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

158 76 82 46 29 17 112
156 76 82 46 29 17 112

100 0 100.0 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
100 0 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

3.193 2.502 691 765 503 262 2.406
3,052 2.386 688 748 483 265 2.304
95.8 95 4 96.4 95.3 96 0 94.0 95.7
94 2 92.2 99.5 90.5 94.9 83.1 95.4

2'0 "I
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DATE 02102190 TIME 10.31.55
RtPoRT NO 06

PAGE 4

TOTAL AND SEVERE CASL., AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL `CTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 - 30)
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ACTIVE CAI:ES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

ON NAND
START
OF FY

NEW THIS
FY

TOTAL
CLOSED

RE6ABIL-
ITATED
(26)

NOT RRNA-
BILITATED

(28.30)

CASES ON
NAND AT END
OF PERIOD

VIRGINIA (6) TOTAL CASELOAD 1.254 920 334 579 410 169 675
SEVERE CASELOAD 963 649 334 451 302 149 532

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 78 4 70 5 100.0 77.9 73.7 86.2 76.8
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 76 8 86 0 59.3 67.0 64.4 91.3 70.6

REGION 4 TOTAL CASELOAD 195.195 118.068 79.127 75.562 49.225 26,357 119.613
SEVERE CASELOAD 135.584 82.295 53.269 51.360 32.577 18.603 84.204
PER(LNT SEVERE nF TOTAL 69 5 70 9 67.3 68.0 66.2 71.3 70.4
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 69.3 69.8 66.8 68.0 65.7 72.2 70.1

ALABAMA (61 IOTA( CASELOAD 25.546 16.764 8.782 8.606 6,059 2,549 16.938
SEVERE CASELOAD 18.765 11.796 6.969 6.271 4,362 1.909 12.494

PER(ENT sEV(RE of- TOTAL 73 5 70 4 79 4 72.9 72.0 74.9 73.8
PERCENT SEVERE OF ToTAL A YEAR AGO 69 8 66.3 76.4 68.6 65.8 75.1 70.4

FLORIDA 1G1 TOTAL CAStlaAD 24.390 13.411 10.979 10.467 7.156 3,311 13,923
SEVERE CASELOAD 19.085 10.679 8.406 7.619 5.326 2.291 11.466

PERCINT sLVERE OF TOTAL 78 2 79 6 76.6 72 8 74.5 69 2 82.4
PERCENT sEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 79.2 81 7 76 1 78 7 77 2 82 1 79.6Iv

i--,

Oo GEORGIA 161 TOTAL CASELOAD 27.921 18.262 9.639 10.170 6.659 3.511 17,751
SEVERE CASELOAD 19.747 13.555 6.192 8.44! 4.152 2.309 13.266

PER(ENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 70.7 74 1 64.2 63.5 62 4 65.6 74.8
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 70 2 72 2 66.2 63.2 63.1 63.5 74.1

KENTUCKY (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 16.775 11.381 7,394 5,945 3,784 2.161 12.830
SEVERF CASELOAD 11.476 7.242 4.236 3.904 2.372 1.532 7.874

PERCENT SEVEPE OF TOTAL 61.1 63.6 57.3 65.7 82.7 70.9 59.0
PERCENT SEVERE OF ToTAL A YEAR AGO 64.6 65.7 62.8 67 9 65.6 70.7 62.9

NISSISSIPP! 1G1 TOTAL CASELOAD 11.056 5.790 5.268 . 4.392 2.309 2.083 6.666
SEVERE CASELOAD 6.454 4.277 4.177 3.173 1.573 1.600 5,281

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 76 5 73.9 79.Z 72.2 66.1 76.8 79.2
PERCENT sEVERE oF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 69 1 67.0 72.7 65.0 56.3 76.8 73.5

NORTH CAROLINA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 33.166 18,169 15.019 13.958 8.620 5.338 19.230SEVERE CASELOAD 22.865 13.051 6.814 9,534 5,580 3.974 13.331
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 68.9 71.6 65.3 68.3 64.5 74.4 69.3
PERCENT SEVERE nF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 69 0 66.3 70.1 66.7 63.9 70.2 70.6

SOUTH CAROLINA 1G1 TOTAL CASELOAD 25.751 14.293 11.456 11.783 7.965 3.816 13.968SEVERE CASELOAD 15.646 9.165 6.461 7.415 4.682 2.563 6,201PERCENT SEVIAM nF TOTAL 60 8 64.3 56.4 63.2 81.3 87.1 58.7
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 62 9 66.1 58.6 66.5 65.3 69.0 59.9

TENNEsiFE (G) TOTAL CASELOA9 17.766 11.260 6.466 6.461 3.624 2,637 11.305SEVERE CASELOAD
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL

12.064
68.0

7.860
69.9

4.204
64.8

4.262
66.4

2.226
.1.5

2,054
72.4

7.802
69.0

''''0 a4. 0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 68 5 67.4 70.3 66.0 61.2 72.0 69.9
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TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 - 30)
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

ON RAND
STA2T
OF FY

NEN THIS
71,

TOTAL
CLOSED

RENABIL-
1TATED
1261

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(28,30)

CASES ON
RAND AT END
OF PERIOD

FLORIDA 1R1 TOTAL CASELOAD 3.520 1.997 1.523 1.207 1.015 192 2.313
SEVERE CASELOAD 2.393 1.359 1.034 656 713 143 1.537

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 68.0 68.1 57.9 70.9 70.2 74.5 66.5
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 87.5 75.1 53.5 66.5 63.5 81.3 69.1

KENTUCKY 181 TOTAL CASELOAD 965 539 426 413 352 61 552
SEVERE CASELOAD 768 463 305 315 265 50 453

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 79.6 85.9 71.6 78.3 75.3 62.0 82.1
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 82.9 79.9 88.7 78.6 80.1 70.5 96.1

MISSISSIPPI (11) TOTAL CASELOAD 1.956 1.272 684 728 572 156 1.228
SEVERE CASELOAD 946 878 268 349 255 94 597

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 46 4 53.3 39.2 47 9 44 6 60.3 48.6
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 52 1 54 6 48 3 50 I 45 R 87 1 53 3

NORTH CAROLINA (B) TOTAL CASELOAD 3.676 2.479 1.197 I 184 1,74 508 2.492
SEVERE CASELOAD 2.671 1.719 9%2 1004 417 249 1.795

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 72 7 89 1 70 i 74 1 74 7 41 6 70 11

PERCENT SEVERE or TOTAL A YEAR AGO 71 0 47 4 79 q 711 7 V4 I 74 1 89 3
IsJ

0" SOUTH CARG.INA (8) TOTAL CASELOAD 683 411 272 269 211 55 417
D SEVERE CASELOAD 662 411 271 261 310 35 417

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAI 99.9 100.0 99 6 99 8 99 6 100.3 100 0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 99 7 99.8 99.6 99.3 99.1 100.0 100.0

REGION 5 10TAL CASELOAD 157.616 97.903 59.713 56.485 34.629 21.856 101.131
SEVERE CASELOAD 116.062 71.771 44.291 41.245 25.602 15.645 74.617

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 73.6 73.3 74.2 73.0 73.9 71.6 74.0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TuTAL A YEAR AGO 72.2 70.7 74.7 71.0 71.5 70.2 72.9

ILLINOIS (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 29.946 19.078 10.868 .10.160 7.029 3.131 19.786
SEVERE CASELOAD 28.812 18.328 10.484 9,636 6.642 2.994 19.176

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 96.2 98.1 98.5 94.8 94.5 95.6 96.9
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 95.5 95.3 95.8 94.5 94.5 94.1 96.1

INDIANA 161 TOTAL CASELOAD 19.724 11.024 8.700 8.218 5.391 2.827 11.508
SEVERE CASELOAD 12.155 6.607 5,548 5.435 3.726 1.707 6.720

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTML 61.6 59.9 63 8 66.1 69.2 60.4 59.4
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 61.9 60.1 64.2 63.5 66.1 58.5 60.8

MICHIGAN fG) TOTAL CASELOAD 26.397 13,519 12.778 11,515 6.354 5.161 14.982
SEVERE CASELOAD 18.358 10.065 8.293 7.319 3.933 3.386 11.039

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 69 5 73 9 64.9 63.6 51.9 65.6 74.2
PERCLNT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 88.4 70.8 64.9 82 0 58.9 66.0 73.9

MINNESOTA (C) TOTAL CASELOAD 18.952 13,035 5.917 5.670 3.401 2.269 13.282
SEVERE CASELOAD 12.783 8.455 4.300 3.820 2.342 1.478 8.943

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 87 3 64.9 72.8 67.4 68.9 65.1 67.3
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 63 8 60 5 71.6 62.5 62.9 61.7 64.4

260 261
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TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 - 30)
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL ON NAND NEW TNIS TOTAL RENANIL- NOT RENA- CASES ON
CASES START FY CLOSED ITATED NILITATED NAND AT END

OF FY (26) (26.30) OF PERIOD

OHIO (G) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

WISCONSIN (G) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

MICHIGAN (8) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

MINNESOTA (8) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TuTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

Na
NJ REGION 8 TOTAL CASELOAD
0 SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

ARKANSAS (G) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PEI/LENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

LOUISIANA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERLENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

NEW MEXICO (G) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

OKLAHOMA (GI TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A SEAR AGO

TEXAS (G) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

2(14j PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
1)4"' PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

30.286 16.407 11.679 9.857 5.937 3.920 20.429
20,574 11.909 9.665 6.811 4.179 2.632 13.763

67.9 64.7 72.9 69.1 70.4 67.1 67.4
84.6 52.1 73.6 64.3 65.9 61.4 64.7

28.406 19.908 6.496 9.799 5.561 4.216 18.607
19.669 13.714 5.955 7.024 3.694 3.129 12.645
89.2 68.9 70.1 71.7 69.8 74.2 68.0
87.7 N7.3 68.7 70.5 68.3 73.3 66.4

1.966 I.4:A 532 536 362 176 1.429
1.966 1.434 532 536 362 176 1.428
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
100.0 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

I,P19 1.396 541 728 574 154 1.211
1,785 1.259 506 662 521 141 1.103
91 0 20.1 93.5 90.9 90.8 91.6 91.1
90.6 90.8 90.6 92.3 92.0 93.7 90.1

126.495 60.249 48.246 47.721 28.888 19.055 60.774
87.030 50.263 36.767 33,115 19.924 13.191 53.915
87.7 82.8 78.2 89.4 69.5 69.2 66.7
82.0 55.4 7.1.2 61.9 65.0 58.5 62.0

12.782 6.442 4.320 3.669 2.462 1.207 9.073
7.126 4.794 2.332 1.657 1.263 594 5.269
55.6 56.6 54.0 50.3 50.9 49.2 58.1
58.6 57.2 58.1 56.8 55.1 60.0 56.6

20.689 15,878 4.791 8.837 2.996 3.941 13.832
12.736 6.362 4.374 3.981 1.719 2.262 6.755
61.6 52 / 91.3 56.2 57.4 59.9 63.3
49.3 4:4.3 72.9 44.6 46.7 44.1 52.7

3.942 2.401 1,541 1,334 $111 506 2,608
1.801 1.074 727 634 415 219 1.167
45.7 44.7 47.2 47.5 50.1 43.3 44.7
44.7 42.9 47.0 44.6 44.6 44.6 44.7

21.651 15.005 6.646 6.265 3.454 2.831 15.566
9.602 6.326 3.476 2.761 1.540 1,241 7.021
44.9 42.2 50.6 44.2 44.6 43.9 45.1
41.3 35.1 60.2 39.6 39.4 3E7 42.2

82.266 34,583 27.703 28.647 16.616 10.029 35.619
49.774 26,317 23.457 21,483 13.157 8.329 28.291 n n el
79.9 76.1 84.7 60.6 79.2 83.0 79.4 4 t) 0
78.6 73.0 60.6 77.7 75.8 80.9 76.1
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TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 30)

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1969

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD AITIVF (WS 4.204Essf0

TOTAL CN NAND NEW TNIS TOTAL PFNARIL NOT UNA (*Ws ON
CASES START FY 110SID ITATFD NIIITATFP NAND AT END

OF FY i261 126.301 of PERIOD
---.. .

ARKANSAS (8) TOTAL CASELOAD 676 463 213 225 194 31 451

SEVERE CASELOAD 676 463 213 225 194 31 451

PERCENT S'VERE ir TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

NEW MEXICO 181 TOTAL CASELOAD 395 300 95 137 68 69 256
SEVERE CASELOAD 308 230 78 110 52 56 196

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 78.0 76.7 82.1 80.3 76.5 94.1 79.7
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 77.2 80.7 65.3 78.4 73.6 87.2 76.7

TEXAS (8) TOTAL CASELOAD 5.934 3.197 2.737 2.567 2.026 541 3.367
SEVERE CASELOAD 4.807 2.697 2.110 2.044 1.584 460 2.763

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 81.0 84.4 77 1 79.6 76.2 95.0 82.1
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 73.3 65.0 60.1 79.6 79 4 80.3 68.9

REGION 7 TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

46.066 27.645 18.423 17.409 11,777 5.832 26.650
25.655 14.011 11.622 10.162 7.126 3.253 13.273

55 7 SO 8 63 I So 6 66 s 57 6 83 3
52 4 49 2 37 3 SS 4 is 7 S4 I SO S

tsa IOWA (G) TOTAL CAsEL0An 14.169 9.137 5.032 4 411 2 oil 1 866 9 756
tsa

I-A SEVERE CASELOAD 6.893 3.479 3,414 2.342 1.602 740 4.551
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 48.6 18 1 67 6 53 I 56 2 47 4 49 9
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 39.0 42.6 50.4 41.1 41.8 40.0 38.1

KANSAS (0) TOTAL CAsELOAD 5.432 2,999 2,434 2.321 1.714 607 3,112
SEVERE CASELOAD 3.268 1.772 1.496 1.326 1,005 321 1.942

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 60.2 59.1 61.5 57.1 56.6 52.1 62.4
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 57.3 54.5 61.0 54.9 56.7 49.7 59.1

MISSOURI (0) TOTAL cASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERcENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

16,343 10.366 7,957 . 7,363 5.292 2,091 10.960
8,779 4.581 4.198 3,969 2,969 1,061 4.610
47.9 44.1 52.8 53.9 54.7 51.9 43.6
47.7 44.6 51.6 52.7 52.5 63.1 44.1

NEBRASKA (0) TOTAL cAsELOAD 6.439 3.971 2,468 2.724 1.539 1.165 3,715
SEVERE CASELOAD 5.210 3.172 2,038 2.196 1.272 924 3.014
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 00.9 79.9 82.6 60.6 82.7 79.0 61.1
PERCENT SEVERE DC TOTAL A YEAR AGO 78.9 79.5 77.9 77.4 78.8 73.9 79.9

IONA (8) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD
pERcENT sEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE oF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

MISSOURI (B) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

264

544 415 129 164 102 62 380
544 415 129 164 102 02 380

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
99.7 99.8 99.2 99.4 100.0 96.2 99.8

834 536 298 319 220 98 515
655 413 242 276 191 87 377
78.5 77.1 81.2 87.1 66.9 87.9 73.2
75.5 72.9 83.0 97.4 96.5 90.0 63.2

2C5
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TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 - 30)
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ACTIVE CA422 PROCESSED

TOTAL ON NANO NEN TRIS TOTAL REPAOIL NOT NINA CASES ON
CASES START FY CLO,ED ITATED SILITATED NAND AT END

OF FY 1261 (28.301 OF PERIOD

NEBRASKA (8) TOTAL CASELOAD 306 201 105 107 69 38 199
SEVERE CASELOAD 306 201 105 107 69 38 199

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

REGION 8 TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SE"ERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

36.710 23.451 13.259 12.693 8.314 4.379 24.017
23.736 15.106 8.630 6,116 5.953 2.763 15.620
64.7 64.4 65.1 63.9 64.4 63.1 65.0
81.9 60.3 64.5 61.8 62.3 60.7 61.9

COLORADO (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 9,312 5.507 3.605 3.668 2.344 1.324 5.644
SEVERE CASELC D 8.205 3.698 2.507 2.385 1.497 888 3.820

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 66.6 67.2 65.9 65.0 63.9 67.1 67.7
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 65.2 64.0 68 6 62.2 62.2 62.3 67.0

MONTANA (6) TOTAL CASELOAD 4.094 2.720 1.374 1.372 864 506 2.722
SEVERE CASELOAD 2.837 1.861 956 1.003 866 335 1.834

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 69.3 89 2 69 8 73.1 77.3 65.9 67.4
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 65.0 88 0 63.4 70.0 74.9 82 9 62.4

NORTH DAKOTA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 3,846 2.336 1.510 1,213 755 476 2.613
SEVERE CASELOAD 2,211 1,453 756 711 445 266 1,500

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 57 5 82 2 50.2 57.7 56.9 35.6 57.4
PERCENT SEVERE Of TOTAL A Y2..AR AGO 41.7 40 6 51.1 54.6 53.6 55.9 40.4

SOUTH DAKOTA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 3.647 2,334 1.313 1.267 760 507 2.380
SEVERE CASELOAD 1,742 1.086 676 566 349 217 1.175

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 47.6 45.7 51.5 44.7 45.9 42.6 49.4
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 44.2 43 7 45.0 41.0 41.0 41.2 45.7

UTAH (G) TOTAL CPSELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEVERE OF VITAL A YEAR AGO

13.534 9.326 4.208 . 4.303 3.053 1.250 9.231
9.366 6.287 3.079 3.082 2.161 921 6.284
69.2 67.4 73.2 71.6 70.8 73.7 68.1
86.5 66.1 69.3 70.4 69.7 72.1 67.6

WYOMING (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 2,277 1.228 1.049 850 538 312 1.427SEVERE CASELOAD 1,375 721 654 369 233 138 1.006
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 60.4 58.7 62.3 43.4 43.3 43.6 70.5
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 56.0 41.0 61.7 40.3 40.1 40.5 71.6

REGION 9 TOTAL CASELOAN
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL
PERCENT SEV,.AE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

ARIZONA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD
SEVERE CASELOAD

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL

26G PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO

97,713 54.923 42.790 41.386 26.699 14.687 56.327
55.975 31.194 24.781 22.929 14.501 8.428 33.046
47 3 56.8 57 9 55.4 54.3 57.4 58.7
55.2 55.2 55.2 52.9 51.3 56.1 56.6

8,062 4.540 3.542 3.102 2.048 1.054 4.980
4,422 2.406 2.016 1.745 1.170 575 2.677
54.7 53.0 56.9 56.3 57.1 54.6 53.8
54.4 54.7 53 9 56.4 56.5 56.2 53.0

2(
,,,
)1
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TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 - 30)
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

ON NAND
START
OF FY

NEW THIS
FY

TOTAL
CLOSED

REHABIL-
ITATED
(26)

NOT REHA-
BIL-TATED

428.301

CASES ON
HAND AT END
OF PERIOD

CALIFORNIA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 82.191 46.056 56.133 35.259 22,655 12,604 46.632

SEVERE CASELOAD 47.705 26.652 21.051 19,414 12.146 7,266 28,289

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 56.0 57.9 58.3 55.1 53.6 57.6 0.3
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 55.5 55.7 55.4 52.0 50.2 56.0 57.9

GUAM (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 327 223 104 128 87 41 19,

SEVERE CASELOAD 244 157 87 65 56 29 159

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 74.6 70.4 85.7 6.4 4.4 70.7 79.9

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 71.3 71.0 71.8 72.5 to9.6 77.6 70.4

HAWAII (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 4,104 2,665 1.459 1.443 se: 661 2,661

SEVERE CASEIMAD 1.747 1.041 706 772 462 310 975
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 42.6 39.1 49 1 53.5 52.4 55.3 36.6

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 42.9 58.7 50.2 49.6 48.6 51.3 29.1

NEVADA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 2.654 1.218 1.456 1.341 944 297 1.313

SEVERE CASELOAO 1.686 826 660 653 21 232 853

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 63.5 67.8 59.9 85.6 65.6 58.4 63.4

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 63.1 66 6 60.0 60.6 60.1 82.6 65.7

NJ
NJ TRUST TERRITORIES (6) TOTAL CASELOAD 79 54 25 16 6 12 61

UJ SEVERE CASELOAD 48 40 e 11 4 7 57

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 60.6 74.1 32.0 61.1 66.7 56.3 60.7

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 69.5 73.2 60.5 65.2 87.7 77.8 59.6

NORTHERN MARIANAS (GI TOTAL CASELOAD 117 71 46 43 31 12 74
SEVERE CASELOAD 44 21 23 24 16 II 20

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 37.6 29.8 50.0 55.8 58.1 50.0 27.0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 29.8 44.4 14.0 41.3 45.0 .3 29.2

AMERICAN SAMOA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 159 94 65 52 46 II 107
SEVERE CASELOAD 61 51 30 25 22 9 56

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 50.9 54.3 46.2 46.1 47.6 60.0 52.3
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 60.6 66 7 45.2 50.0 50.0 64.6

REGION 10 TOTAL CASELOAD 28.154 16.765 11.369 11,295 ,838 4,455 16.861
SEVERE CASELOAD 18.585 10,969 7.416 7.450 4,496 2,954 10.935

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 65 3 65.4 65.2 66.0 65.6 66.3 4.9
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 66 I 66.7 65.1 67.2 66.5 66.2 5.3

ALASKA (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 2.045 1.228 615 813 479 354 1.230
SEVERE CASELOAD 1,110 665 445 369 244 145 721

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 54.3 54.2 54.6 47.6 50.9 43.4 56.6
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A vrAR AGO 54 I 50.3 60.4 54.1 57.5 48.4 54.2

IDAHO (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 4.299 2.669 1.610 1.555 956 595 2.746
SEVERE CASELOAD 2.5115 1.501 664 695 559 336 1.490

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 55.5 55.6 54.9 57.6 59.4 56.5 54.3
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 57 6 62 I 49.9 60.9 60.7 1.2 55.6

2'
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PACE 10
TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 - 30)

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

ON NAND
START
OF FY

NEW THIS
FY

TOTAL
CLOSED

RENARIL-
ITATED
(26)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(26.30)

OREGO (G) TOTAL CASELOAD 5.612 3.112 2.500 2.669 1,632 857
SEVERE CASELOAD 4.043 2.267 1.776 1.952 1.336 616

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 72.0 72.8 71.0 72.6 72.9 71.9
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 71 6 70.8 72.6 70.1 69.6 71.0

WASHINGTON (G1 TOTAL CASELeAD 15.057 9,029 6.026 5,687 3.349 2.538
SEVERE CASELOAD 9,704 5.809 3,695 3.863 2.137 1.726

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 64.4 64 3 64.6 65.6 63.9 68.0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 85.5 66.3 64.4 67.4 65.6 69.5

IDAHO (8) TOTAL CASELOAD 175 110 65 40 21 19
SEVERE CASELOAD 175 110 65 40 21 19

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100.0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100.0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100.0

OREGON (81 TOTAL CASELOAD 284 167 117 94 71 23
SEVERE CASELOAD 284 167 117 84 71 23

PERcENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100 0 1110 9 100 0 100 0 inn 0 100 0

NJ
NJ WASHINGTDS 161 TOTAL CASELOAD 684 450 214 217 128 811
.P- SEVERE CASELOAD 684 450 214 217 128 69

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 100 0 100.0 100.0 100 0 100.0 100.0
PER(ENT SEVERE. OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 100 0 100 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

270

CASES ON
NAND AT END
OF PERIOD

2,923
2,091
71.5
72.8

9,170
5.641
63.7
64.3

135
135

100 0
100 0

190
190

100 0
100 0

467
467

100 0
100.0
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DATE 02/02/10
REPORT NO 8A

TIME 10:4056
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY PERCENTS OF CASES SERVED TNAT ARE SEVERE CASES. r TYPE OF AGENCY

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

CASEs SERVED

TOTAL SEVERE

PERCENT SEVERE

THIS YEAR LAST YEAR

U S TOTAL 928.998 624.552 67.2 65.8

GENERAL AGENCIES TOTAL 692.622 593.549 66.5 65.1

RANK

I ILLINOIS 29.946 28.812 96,2 95.5

2 VERMONT 2.746 2,410 67,6 86.4

3 MASSACHUSETTS 23.917 20.474 85.6 91.1

4 NEBRASKA 6.439 5.210 60 9 78.9

5 TEXAS 62.266 49.774 76.9 76.6

6 FLORIDA 24.390 19,085 76.2 79.3

7 MAINE 3.624 2.788 76.9 77.9

8 MISSISSIPPI 11.058 8.454 76 5 69.1

9 PENNSYLVANIA 54.908 41.642 75.8 76,9

10 GUAM 327 244 74.6 71.3

II VIRGIN ISLANDS 354 263 74.3 71.5
12 ALABAMA 25.546 16,765 73.5 69 8

NJ 13 OREGON 5.612 4.043 72.0 71.6
NJ 14 GEORGIA 27.921 19.747 70.7 70.2
Ln

15 MARYLAND 13.068 9.104 69.7 65.2

16 MICHIGAN 26.397 16.356 69.5 68.4
17 MONTANA 4.094 2,637 69.3 65.0
18 WISCONSIN 28,406 19,669 69.2 67.7
18 UTAH 13.534 9.366 69.2 66.5
20 NORTH CAROLINA 33.186 22.665 68.9 69.0

21 TENNESSEE 17.766 12.084 68.0 68.5
22 OHIO 30,266 20.574 67.9 64.6
23 MINNESOTA 18.952 12,763 67.3 63.8
24 NEW HAMPSHIRE 3.993 2,678 67.1 66.4
25 COLORADO 9.312 6.205 66.6 65.2

26 VIRGINIA 17.248 11.132 64.5 65 6
28 CONNECTICOT 9.386 6.054 64.5 59.0
28 WASHINGTON 15.057 9.704 64.4 65.5
29 NEVADA 2.654 1.686 63.5 63.1
30 INDIANA 19,724 1P.155 61.6 61.9

30 LOUISIANA 20,669 12,736 61.6 49.3
32 KENTUCKY 16.775 11.476 61.1 64.6
33 TRUST TERRITORIES 79 46 60.8 69.5
33 SOUTH CAROLINA 25.751 15.646 60,8 62.9
35 WYOMING 2 272 1.375 60.4 58.0

272 I l
1,7
....,
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT No 6A

TIME 10 41.42
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY PERCENTS OF CASES NERVED THAT ARE SEVERE CASES. RY TYPE OF AGENCY

4 QUARTER. FIScAL YEAR 1989

CASES SERVED PERCENT SEVIN?

TOTAL SEVERE THIS YFAR IASI' yiTAR

36 KANSAS 5.433 3.268 80 2 57 3
37 NEW YORK 44.234 26.509 59.9 59.2
38 NFW JERSEY 14.709 8,630 58.7 57.3
39 CALIFORNIA 82.191 :7.703 58.0 55.5
40 NORTH DAKOTA 3.646 2,211 57.5 44.7

41 RHODE 1CLAND 3.544 2.003 56.5 55,7
42 ARKANSA 12.762 7,126 55.8 56.6
43 IDAHO 4.299 2.385 65.5 57.6
44 ARIZONA 6.082 4.422 54.7 55.5
45 ALASKA 2,043 1.110 54.3 54.1

46 WEST VIRGINIA 12.311 6.663 55.1 53.0
47 DELAWARE 2.325 1.192 61.3 53.2
48 AMERICAN SAMOA 159 81 50 9 60.6
49 IOWA 14.169 6.693 46 6 39 0
50 MISSOURI 18,343 8.770 47 9 47

51 SOUTH DAKOTA 3.647 1.742 47 8 44 2
52 PUERTO RIco 18.100 8,415 48 s 45 6
53 NEW REVCO 3.942 1.601 45 7 44 7NJ

NJ
54 oKIAHOMA 21.851 9.802 ^ 9 81 1

ON 55 HAWAII 4.104 1.747 .d 8 42

58 NORTHERN MARIANAS 117 44 37 6 29 8
57 01STRICT OF Co 2.741 29.0 60 3

PAGE 2
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DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10.42.18
:REPORT NO. 6A SEQUENTIAL AGENCY PERCENTS OP CASES SERVED THAT ARE SEVERE CASES. 8V TYPE OF AGENCY

-
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1969

CASES SERVED PERCENT SEVERE

TOTAL SEVERE THIS YEAR LAST YEAR

BLIND AGENCIES TOTAL 36,376 31.003

__. .... .

65.2

-

84 I

RANK

1 ARKANSAS 676 676 100.0 100.0

I CONNECTICUT 470 470 100.0 100.0

I DELAWARE 158 156 100.0 100.0

I IDAHO 175 1?5 100.0 loq.co

I IOWA 544 544 100.0 99.7

1 MASSACHUSETTS 1.0nI 1,001 100.0 100.0

1 MICHIGAN 2,9016 1.966 100.0 100.0

I NEBRASKA 306 306 100.0 100.0

I NEW YORK 3.618 3.618 100.0 100.0

I OREGON 264 284 100.0 100.0

I RHODE ISLAND 276 278 100.0 100.0

1 VERMONT 274 274 100.0 100.0

1 WASHINGTON 664 684 100.0 100.0

14 SOUTH CAROLINA 683 682 99 9 99.7

15 NEW JERSEY 1.593 1,539 96.6 95.5

ha
ha IC PENNSYLVANIA 3.193 3.052 95.6 94.2

.....; 17 MINNESOTA 1.939 1.785 91.0 90.8

16 TEXAS 5.934 4.807 81.0 73.3

19 KENTUCKY 965 768 79.6 82.9

20 MISSOURI 634 655 78.5 75.5

21 VIRGINIA 1.254 983 78.4 76.8

22 NEW MEXICO 395 308 78.0 77.2

23 NORTH CAROLINA 3.676 2.871 72.7 71.0

24 FLORIDA 3.520 2.393 68.0 67.5

25 misstsslm 1.956 946 48.4 - 52.1

27G 277
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 69

TIME 10:4306
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY PERCENTS OF CASES REHABILITATED TNAT ARE SEVERE CASES, BY TYPE OF AGENCY

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

CASES REHABILITATED

TOTAL SEVERE

PERCENT

THIS YEAR

SEVERE

LAST YEAR

U. S. TOTAL 220.406 146,487 66.5 64.6

GENERAL AGENCIES TOTAL 210.693 136.417 65.7 63.8

RANK

1 ILLINOIS 7,029 6,042 24.5 94.6
2 MASSACHUSETTS 4.360 4.094 93.9 92.13 VERMONT 535 479 89.5 65.04 NEBRASKA 1,539 1.272 82.7 79.85 TEXAS 16.619 13.157 79.2 75.6

e PENNSYLVANIA 12.341 9.599 77.8 79.27 MONTANA 964 668 77.9 74.11e MAINE 798 009 76.3 82.49 FLORIDA 7,156 5.328 74.5 77.210 OREGON 1,632 1.336 72.9 69.6
11 ALABAMA 6.059 4.362 72.0 65.912 UTAH 3.053 2.161 70 8 69.7Na 13 OHIO 5.937 4.179 70.4 65.9Po 14 WISCONSIN 5.561 3.895 69.8 68.3OD 15 MARYLAND 3,500 2.439 69.7 63.6
16 INDIANA 5.391 3.728 611.2 66.117 MINNESOTA 3.401 2.342 68.9 62.916 MISSISSIPPI 2.309 1.573 66.1 56.319 NEW HAMPSHIRE 994 672 67.6 66.520 TRUST TERRITORIES 6 4 66.7 87.7
21 NEVADA 944 621 65.8 60.121 CONNECTICUT 2.048 1.347 65.8 60.023 VIRGINIA 3.756 2.455 65.4 64.324 NORTH CAROLINA 6,620 5.500 64.5 63.925 GUAM 27 56 64.4 69.6
26 COLORADO 2.344 1.497 63.9 62.227 WASHINGTON 3.349 2.137 63.8 65.628 KENTUCKY 3.784 2.372 62.7 65.829 GEORGIA 0,659 4.152 62.4 63.130 MICHIGAN 6,354 3.933 01.9 58.9
31 RHOPE ISLAND 751 463 61.7 62.232 TENNESSEE 3.624 2.228 61.5 61.233 SOUTH CAROLINA 7.965 4.982 61.3 65.334 New YORK 9.594 5.800 60.5 59.635 NORTH DAKOTA 755 445 511.9 53.6

2 7
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 411

TIME 10:43:55
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY PERCENTS OF CASES REHABILITATED THAT ARE SEVERE CASES. BY TYPE OF AGENCY

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

CASES REHABILITATED

TOTAL SEVERE

PERCENT SEVERE

THIS YEAR LAST YEAR

36 KANSAS 1.714 1.005 56.6 56.7

37 IDAHO 958 559 56.4 60.7

3$ NORTHERN MARIANAS 31 18 58.1 45.0

39 LOUISIANA 2.996 1.719 e7.4 46.7

40 ARIZONA 2.048 1.170 57.1 56.5

41 VIRGIN ISLANDS 16 9 56.3 45.5

42 IOWA 2.851 1.602 56.2 41.8

43 DELAWARE 600 444 55.5 54.7

44 MISSOURI 5.282 2.1566 54.7 52.5

45 ::ALIFORNIA 22.655 12.148 53.6 30.2

48 HAWAII 642 462 52.4 48.6

47 NEW JERSEY 4.749 2.427 51.1 52.6

48 ALASKA 479 244 50.9 57.5

48 ARKANSAS 2.482 1.263 50 I' 55 1

50 PUERTO RICO 3.333 I 784 SO 8 48 4

51 WEST VIRGINIA 2.686 1.349 50 2 IT 1

52 NEW MEXICO 828 415 SO 1 44 4

53 AMERICAN SAMOA 46 22 47 4 in I?

NJ 54 SOUTH DAKOTA 760 314 4i 9 41 0

NJ 55 OKLAHOMA 3.454 1.540 44 8 I4

1/41D

56 WYOMING 538 233 43.3 40.1

57 DISTRICT OF CO 968 ,80 28 9 48.0
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO 68

TINE 10-44:31
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY PERCENTS OF CASES REHABILITATED TNAT ARE SEVERE CASES. BY TYPE OF AGENCY

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

CASES REHABILITATED PERCENT SEVERE

TOTAL -RE THIS YEAR LAST YEAR

BLIND AGENCIES TOTAL

RANK

9,715 8.070 83.1 83.8

1 ARKANSAS 194 194 100.0 100.0
1 CONNECTICUT 115 115 100.0 100.0
1 DELAWARE 29 29 100.0 100.01 IDAHO 21 21 100.0 100.0
1 IOWA 102 102 100.0 100.0

1 MASSACHUSETTS 198 198 100.0 100.01 MICHIGAN 362 382 100.0 100.01 NEBRASKA 69 89 100.0 100.01 NEW YORK 943 943 100.0 100.01 OREGON 71 71 100.0 100.0

1 RHODE ISLAND 70 70 100.0 100.01 VERMONT 88 88 100.0 100.01 WASHINGTON 128 128 100 100.014 SOUTH CAROLINA 231 230 99.k. 99.115 PENNSYLVANIA 503 483 96.0 94.9
NI 16 MINNESOTA 574 521 90 8 92.0Lo0 17 NEW JERSEY 475 427 89 9 90.518 MISSOURI 220 191 80.8 06.519 TEXAS 2."28 1.584 71.2 79.420 wFW RFw!CO 68 52 78.5 73.6

21 KENTUCKY 352 265 75.3 80.122 NORTH CAROLINA 879 657 74.7 74.123 VIH,ANIA 410 302 73.7 84.424 FLORIDA 1.015 713 70 2 63.525 MISSISSIPPI 572 255 44.6 45.8

c) c 2
....,

..
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DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10:45.13
REPORT NO 07 CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD.

4 QUARTER.

PROCESSED

PAGE

ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO
FISCAL YEAR 1989

FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL NOT
CASES ACCEPTED ACCIPTED

FOR YR (101 FOR VP (061

0 S TOTAL 623.412 359.431 263.961

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 605.987 350,146 255,641

PERCENT DISTRWTION 100.0 57.7 42.3

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.9 2.7 3.2

GENERAL AGrNCY TOTAL 602.122 346.780 255.342

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 584,328 337,512 246,616

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 57.6 42.4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.0 2.7 3.5

BLINh AGENCY TOTAL 21.290 12,651 6,639

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 21.659 12.634 9,025

PERCENT HIsTRIBUTION 100.0 59.4 40.6

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1 7 0.1 -4.3

REGION I
26.741 18.356 10.365

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 28.455 18.256 IC 199

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 o3.9 36 1

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.0 0 5 1.8

NJ
CA)

1-+
CONNECTICUT (G)

ACTUAL LAST YEAR
8.290
5.840

3,791
3.643

2.499
2.197

PERCENT DISTRIB.TION 100.0 60.3 39.7
PERCENT CHANGE EPOM A YEAR AGO 7.7 4.1 13.7

MAINE 161 2.770 1.557 1.213
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2,718 1.378 1.340
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56.2 43.8
PERCENT CHANGE ERA A FA AGO 1.9 '13.0 -9.5

MASSACHUSETTS IG) 12,623 8,385 4,236
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 13,232 8.750 4.482
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 66.4 33.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AG., -4.6 -4.2 -5.4

NEW HAMPSHIRE (G) 2.683 1,673 1,010
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.492 1.519 3
PERCE'T DISTRIBUTION 100 0 62 4 37.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 7.7 10.1 3.4

RHODE ISLAND (G) 1.907 1,270 637
ACTUAL LAST YFAR 1.778 1.198 580
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 66.6 33.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 7 3 6.0 9.8

VERMONT (GI 1.644 1,091 553
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.510 1.083 447
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 66 4 33.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 8 9 2.6 23.7

ol
g
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DATE 02/02/00
REPORT NO 07

TIME 10 66.21
CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD. ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE PROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

PROCESSED POR ELIGIBILITY DURING

TOTAL TOTAL
cASES AccEPTED

voR YR (10)

pERIOD

TOTAL NOT
ACCEPTED
POR YR (06)

CONNECTICUT (8) 194 150 44ACTUAL LAST YEAR 167 146 22PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 77.3 22.7PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 16.2 2.7 109.5

MASSACHUSETTS (B) 351 235 116ACTUAL LAST YEAR 394 319 75PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 67.0 33.0PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -10.9 -26.3 54.7

RHODE ISLAND (8) 129 94 35ACTUAL LAST YEAR 154 107 47PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 72.9 27.1PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -16 2 -12.1 -25.5

VERMONT (8) 150 110 40ACTUAL LAST YEAR 170 133 37PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 73 3 26 7PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -11.8 -17.3 8.1
NJ
LAJ REGION 2 53.929 27,918 26.011NJ ACTUAL LAST YEAR 53.393 28.153 25.240PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 51.8 48.2PERCENT CHANGE ERA A YEAR AGO 1.0 -0.8 3.1

NEN JERSEY (G) 13.752 6,949 6,803ACTUAI LAST YEAR 13.675 6,601 6,614PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 50.5 49.5PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.6 1.3 -0.2

NEN YORK (G) 27,683 15,270 12.413ACTUAL LAST YEAR 27,799 15,326 12.473PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 55.2 44.6PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0.4 -0.4 -0.5

PUERTO RICO (G) 9.116 3,646 5.870ACTUAL LAST YEAR 8.209 4.106 6.103PER(ENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 42.2 57.6PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 11.0 -6.3 28.6

VIRGIN ISLANDS 1(;)
146 66 82ACTUAL LAST YEAR
190 62 128PERI,NT DISTRIBUTION

100.0 44.6 55.4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -22.1 6.5 -35.9
NEN JERSEY (8)

911 665 246ACTUAL LAST YEAR 835 591 244PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 73.0 27.0PFRCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 9.1 12.5 0.8

2QP
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',Am C2/02/90 TIME 10:47:22 PAGE

REPORT No 07 CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD. ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL NOT
CASES ACCEPTED ACCEPTED

FOR VR (10) FOR VR (08)

NEW YORM (8) 2.319 1.122 1.197

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.685 1.207 1,478
PERCENT DI.,TRIBUTION 100.0 48.4 51.6
PERCENT CHANGE FRom A YEAR AGO -13.6 -7.0 -19.0

REGION 3 63.795 40.230 23,565
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 64,546 41,592 22,954
PERCENT DIsTRIRUTION 100.0 63,1 36.9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.2 -3 3 2.7

DELAWARE (0) 1,957 1.202 755
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.893 1.193 700
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100,0 81.4 38 6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 4 0 8 7 6

DISTRICT OF CO (G) 2.772 I 27R 1 404

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.161 I 01* I 111

PERcENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 44 I 1
PERCENT CHANGE FRoM A YEAR AGO 24 9 21 1 II 2

1sa

La MARYLAND (G) 6.004 i 121 1 71
La ACTUAL LAST YEAR 9.636 3.5iR 4 III

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 58.9 41 I

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -9.8 -7.2 -13.2

PENNSYLVANIA (G) 28.624 19.430 9,194
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 29,106 21.212 7,634
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 67.9 32.1
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEtR AGO -1.7 -8.7 17.4

VIRGINIA (G) 12,812 6.235 4,577
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 11.665 6,566 5,099
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 64.3 35.7
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 9 8 25.4 -10.2

WEsT VIRGINIA (() 7.157 3.857 5.300
At:MAL LAST YEAR 7.693 4.565 3,128
PERCENT DISTRIDUlloN 100.0 53.9 46.1
PERCENT cHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -7 0 -15.5 5.5

DELAWARE (B) 117 82 35
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 69 45 24
PERCENT DIsTRIBUTIoN 100.0 70.1 29.9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 69.6 82.2 45.8

PENNSYLVANIA 1111 1.129 891 438
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1,596 884 712
PERCENT DIsTRIRUTION 100.0 81.2 38 8
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -29.3 -21.8

288 289
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DATE 02/02/,q TIME 10:48:23
REPORT No 07 CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD. ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL NOT
CASES ACCEPTED ACCEPTED

FOR YR (10) FOR YR (08)

VIRGINIA IBI 533 334 199ACTUAL LAST YEAR 737 511 226PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 62.7 37.3PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -27.7 -34.6 -11.9

REGION 4 147.432 79.127 68.305ACTUAL LAST YEAR 138.556 73.772 64.764PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 53.7 46.3PERCENT cHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6.4 7.3 5.4

ALABAMA IG) 14.765 8.762 5.983ACTUAL LAST yEAR 13.892 8.689 5.203PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59.5 40.5PERCENT CHAN(E FRoM A YEAR AGO 6.3 1.1 15.0

FLORIDA (G) 24.899 10.979 13.920ACTUAL LAST YEAR 23,436 10.254 13.164PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 44 1 55.9PERcENT cHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6.2 7.1 5.6

GEORGIA IGI 16.340 9.639 6,701ACTUAL LAST YEAR 16.669 9,634 6.655PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59.0 41.0PERCENT cHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2.1 -2.0 -2.2

KENTUCKY (G)
14,435 7.394 7,041ACTUAL LAST yEAR
12,637 6.361 6.476PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 51.2 48.8PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 12.4 16.2 8.7

MISSISSIPPI IGI
11.736 5.266 6.468ACTUAL LAST yEAR
10.351 4.479 5.872PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 44.9 55.1PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 13.4 17.6 10.1

NORTH CAROLINA IGI
27,124 15,019 12.105ACTUAL LAST YEAR
24,151 12.768 11.383PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 55.4 44.6PiRCENT CHANG!. FROM A YEAR AGO 12.3 17.6 6.3

SOUTH CAROLINA ICI
20.481 11.458 9.023ACTUAL LAsr YEAR
19,472 11.248 6.224pERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 55.9 44.1PER(ENT CHANGE FROM A yEAR AGo 5.2 1.9 9.7

TENNESSEE ICI
11.037 6,468 4.551ACTUAI LAST YEAR
11.477 6.500 4.977PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 56.8 41.2PERCENT CHANCE FROM A YEAR AGO -3 8 -0.2 -8.6

PAGE 4
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DATE 02/02/90
IMPORT NO 07

TIME 10-49 24
CASES PRochSSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD, ACEEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGD

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR !ono

PROCESSED FoR FLICIRItm DIRINI. PTAIIIII

FLORIDA (P)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

TOTAL
CASES

1.897
1.571
100.0
20.8

TOTAI
ArfEPTED

Foil %le fly')

1.5'43

1.182
80.3
28.8

To1A1 %VT
AIIIPTFO

rine YR fon)

374
389
19.7
-3.9

KENTUCKY IIII 951 426 525
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 938 413 525
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 44.8 55.2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.4 3.1 0.0

MISSISSIPPI (S) 1.620 684 936
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.796 812 984
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 42.2 57.8
PERCENT CNANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -9.8 -15 8 -4.9

NORTH CAROLINA (II) 1.776 1.197 579
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.531 8S7 574
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 67 4 12 a

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO )6 0 25 I 0

ha
(A) SOUTH CAROLINA (R) 371 272 09
Ln ACTUAL LAST YEAR 413 274 Ill

PERCENT DISTRIRUTION 100 0 73 3 26 7
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -10.2 -1.1 -28.3

REGION 5 98.575 59.713 38,862
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 96,597 56.606 39,991
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.6 39.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.0 5.5 -2.8

11.1.I30I3 (G) 18.162 10,868 7.294
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 20.332 11,553 8,779
PERcENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59.8 40.2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -10.7 -5.9 -16.9

INDIANA IGI 1...970 8,700 8.270
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 13.627 7.822 5.805
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 58.1 41.6
PERCENT ZHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 9.9 11.2 6.0

MICHIGAN (C) 17,637 12.778 4.659
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 15.078 10.481 4.597
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 "2.4 27.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 17.0 21.9 5.7

MINNESOTA (f)) 10.648 3,917 4.731
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 9.827 5,567 4,260
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 55.6 44.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 8.4 6.3 11.1

2F-2
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DATE 02/02/90 TINE 10:50:26
PAGEREPORT NO. 07 CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD. ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT MACE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

PROZ:NSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL NOT
CASES ACCEPTED ACCEPTED

FOR VR 1101 FOR VP 1061
--

OHIO (G) 21.545 11.879 9.666ACTUAL LAST YEAR 21.556 11.186 10.370PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 55.1 44.9PERCENT CIIANOE FROM A YEAR AGO -0.1 6.2 -6.8

WISCONSIN (G) 14.023 8.498 5.525ACTUAL LAST YEAP 14.417 8.656 5.761PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.6 39.4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2.7 -1.8 -4.1

MICHIGAN (8) 707 532 175ACTUAL LAST YEAR 652 536 116PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 75.2 24.8PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6.4 -0.7 50.6

MINNESOTA (11) 883 541 342ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.108 805 303PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 61.3 38.7PERCENT CHANGE FROM A PEAR AGO -20.3 -32 8 12 9PJ
(J) REGION 6 76.268 48.246 28.042CM ACTUAL LAST YEAR 77,840 48.498 29.342PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 63.2 36.8PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2.0 -0.5 -4.4

ARKANSAS (0) 7.633 4.320 3.313ACTUAL LAST YEAR 8.056 3.941 3.015PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56.6 43.4PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 9.7 9.6 9.9
LOUISIANA (G)

7.054 4,791 2.262ACTUAL LAST YEAR
9.56T 5.633 3.954PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 67.0

- 32.1PERCENT CHANGE rRom A YEAR AGO -28.4 -14.9 -42.8
NEW MEXICO (G)

4.090 1.541 2.546ACTUAL LAST YEAR
4.357 1.666 2.691PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 37.7 62.3PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -6.1 -7.5 -5.3

OKLAHOMA (0)
10.620 6.646 3,774ACTUAL LAST YEkR
10.077 5.636 4.439PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 64.5 35.5PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.4 21.4 -15.0

TEXA3 (G)
41.551 27.703 13.848ACTUAL LAST YEAR

PERCENT DISTRIBU', 41,5i0 28.715 12.865
100.0 66.7 33.3 r)c) r-

PERCENT CHANGE P. YEAR AGO -0.1 -3.5 7.6

6



DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 07

TIME 10:51:27
CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD. ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 189

PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD

TOM TOTAL TOTAL NOT
CASES ACCEPTED ACCEPTED

FOR VR (10) FOR VR (08)

ARKANSAS 461 375 213 162

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 451 262 189

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56.6 43.2

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -16.9 -18.7 -14.3

NEW MEXICO 1141 211 95 116

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 173 98 75

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 45.0 55.0

PERCENT CHANGE FROM 1 YEAR AGO 22.0 -3.1 54.7

TEXAS (8) 4.755 2.737 2.018

ACTUAL IAST YEAR 4,659 2.545 2.114

PERCENT DISTRIFIUTION 100.0 57.6 42.4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.1 7.5 -4.5

REGION 7 36,098 18,423 17,675
A.CTUAL LAST YEAR 34,177 17,612 16,565
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 51.0 49 0

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 5 8 4 6 6.7

i....)

(.".1 IOWA (G) 6.382 5,032 3,350
.4

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 8,126 4,795 3,331
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60.0 40.0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.2 .1.9 0.6

KANSAS (GI 4,680 2.434 2.246
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 4,514 2,249 2,265
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 52.0 48.0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.7 6.2 -0.8

MISSOURI (G) 17.904 7,957 9.947
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 16,713 7,560 9.153
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 44.4 56.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A W.AR AGO 7.1 5.3 8.7

NEBRASKA (G) 3.665 2.468 1,417
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3,861 2.565 1.296
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 63.5 36.5
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.6 -3.8 9.3

IOWA (11) 183 129 54
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 178 127 51
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 70.5 29.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.8 1.6 5.9

MISSOURI (6) 836 298 540
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 602 216 384
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 35 6 64.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 39.;' 36.7 40.6

2(')
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DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10:5226
REPORT NO 07 CASES PROC7.SSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD, ACCEPTANCE RATC3 AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1981

PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL NOT
CASES ACCEPTED ACCEPTED

FOR VR '10) FOR VR (08)

NEBRASKA (11) 228 105 121ACTUAL LAST YEAR 183 96 85PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 46.5 53.6PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 23.5 7.1 42.4

REGION 8 22,888 13.258 9.827ACTUAL LAST YEAR 23.961 13,854 10,307PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 57.9 42.1PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -4.5 -2.9 -6.8

COLORADO 101 7,936 3,805 4.131ACTUAL LAST YEAR 6.531 3,997 4.534PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 47.9 52.1PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -7.0 4.8 8

MONTANA (G) 2.521 I 174 1 147ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.7Si I SAX
1 191PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 14 1 41 i

b.) PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO
(o

8 1 1/ 1 1 n

Co NORTH DAKOTA 10) 2 .48 1 710 019ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.108 1 422 994PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 70 3 29 7PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.0 6.2 -6.7
SOUTH DAKOTA (G)

2,446 1,313 1,133ACTUAL LAST YEAR
2,322 1,280 1.042PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 53.7 46.3PERCENT CHANCE FkOM A YEAR AGO 5.3 2.8 8.7

UTAH (0)
5,982 4,208 1.774ACTUAL LAST VEAR
6,563 4,480 2,08SPERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 70.3 29.7PERCENT CHANGE PROM A YEAR AGO -8.9 -6.1 -14.8

WYOMING (G)
1,853 1,040 804ACTUAL LAST YEAR
1,688 907 781PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 56.6 43.4PERCENT CHANGE FHoM A YEAR AGO 9.8 15.7 2.9

REGION 9
75,199 42,790 32.409ACTUAL LACT YEAH
68,122 40,697 27.425PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 56.9 43.1PFJ:CENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 10.4 5.1 16.2

ARIZONA (G)
5.882 3.542 2,340ACTUAL LAST YEAR
5.281 3.212 2.072PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 60.2 39.80913 PvRCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGOAr 11.3 10.3 12.9

PAGE 8
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 07

TIME 10:53:29
CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD. ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

CAI!:.'ORNIA (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEA`
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FRjM A YEAR AGO

GUAM (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PKIICENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL NOT
CASES ACCEPTED ACCEPTED

FOR YR (10) FOR YR (06)

63.353
56.706
100.0
11.7

36.133 27.220
34.180 22.526
57.0 43.0
5.7 20.6

167 104 63
183 131 52

100.0 62.3 37.7
-8.7 -20.6 21.2

HAWAII (Gi 2.163 1.439 724
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2.295 1.517 776
PERCEP: DISTRIHUTION 100.0 66.5 33.5
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -5.8 -5.1 -6.9

NEVADA (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

3.336
3.350
100 0
-0.4

1.4Z 1.902
1.419 1.931
43.0 57.0
1.2 -1.5

TRUST TERRITORIES (G) 39 25 14
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 208 157 51

NJ PERCENT DISTRIBUTION '00.0 64.1 35.9
La PERCENT CNANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -81.3 -84.1 -72.5
VD

NORTNERN MARIANAS (G) 59 46 13
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 65 50 15
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 78.0 MO
PERCENT CHANGE FRO.% A YEAR AGO -9.2 -8.0 -13.3

AMERICAN SAMOA (G) 190 . 65 133
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 31 31 0
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 32.6 67.2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 536.7 109.7

REGION 10
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTR/BUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

ALASKA (G)
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

IDAHO IGI
ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

360

20.469
20.340
100.0
0.6

11.369 9.100
11.306 9.034
55.5 44.6
0.6 0.7

1.625 615 610
1.470 747 723
100 0 50.2 4.6
10.5 9.1 12.0

3.457
3.444
100.0

o.e

1.610 1.647
1.566 1.676
46.6 53.4
2.7 -1.5

301
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO 01

TINE 10:54:30
CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD. ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT clIANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL rrAP Iasta

PROCESSED FOR ELIGIRILITV OIRtan PERIOD

TOTAL
CASES

ToTAL
AllIPTFO

FOR VR 1101

101A1 moT
81(FPTID

FOR VR 1081

OREGON (G) 4.536 2.500 2.336ACTUAL LAST YEAR 5.012 2.577 2.435PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 51.7 410.3PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -3.5 -3.0 -4.0

WASHINGTON 101 9.665 6.026 3.657ACTUAL LAST YEAR 9.617 6.051 3.766PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 61.0 311.0PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.7 -0.4 2.4

IDAHO (R) 93 66 26ACTUAL LAST YEAR
711 49 30PERCENT DISTRIBUT1ON 100.0 $11.9 30.1PERCENT CHANGE IRON A YEAR AGO 17.7 32.7 -6.7

ORBOON (II) 171 117 24ACTUAL LAST YEAR lOt 102 se
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 611 4 11
PERCENT CNAN(;E PROM A YEAR AGO 8 2 14 7 a S

1%.)

()
WASHINGTON (9)

ACTUAL LAST YEAR
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

400
357

100.0
12.0

254
212

56 5
10.4

laa
14%

41 5
14.5

302
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DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10:55:13
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY ACCEPTANCE RATES AMONG APPLICANT CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY. BV TYPE OF AGENCY

REPORT NO 7A 4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

TOTAL CASES TOTAL ACCEPTED PERCENT ACCEPTED
PPOCESSED FOR VR 1101

TNI4 YEAR LAST TEAR
... .

U 3 TOTAL 623.412 359.431 57 7 57 8

GENERAL AGENCIES TOTAL 602.122 346.760 57.6 57.4

RANK

NORTHERN MARIANAS 59 46 78.8 76.9

2 N CHIGAN 17.637 12.776 72.5 49.5
3 LTAH 5.982 4.208 70.3 64.3
3 NORTH DAKOTA 2.146 1.510 70.3 67.5
5 LOUISIANA 7.053 4.791 67.9 54.4

5 PENNSYLVANIA 28,624 19.430 67.9 73.1

7 TEXAS 41.551 27.703 66.7 69.1

8 RHODE ISLAND 1.907 1.270 66.6 67.4
9 HAWAII 2.163 1.439 66.5 66.1

10 MASSACHUSETTS 12.623 8.385 66.4 66.1

10 VERMONT 1.644 1.091 66.4 70 4
12 OKLAHOMA 10.820 6,846 64.5 55.9

Iv 13 VIRGINIA 12.812 8.235 64.3 56.3
.P- 14 TRUST TERRITORIES 39 25 64.1 75.5
" 15 NEDRA: KA 3,885 2.468 63.5 64.4

16 NEW HAMPSHIRE 2.683 1.473 42.4 41.0
17 GUAM 167 104 42.3 71.4
18 DELAWARE 1.957 1.202 41.4 63.0
19 WASHINGTON 9.885 6,084 61.0 41.4
20 WISCONSIN 14.023 8.496 40.4 60.0

21 CONNECTICUT 6.290 3.791 40.3 82.4
22 ARIZONA 5.642 3.542 40.8 60.4
23 IOWA 6.382 5.032 60.0 54.0
24 ILLINOIS 16.142 10.464 59.4 54.4
25 ALARAMA 14.765 8.782 59.5 62.5

20 GEORGIA 16.340 9.639 59.0 56.6
27 MARYLAND 8.694 5.121 58.9 57.3
28 TENNESSEE 11,037 6.486 58.4 54.4
29 INDIANA 14.970 8.700 58.1 57.4
30 CALIFORNIA 03.353 36.133 57.0 60.3

31 WYOMING 1.853 1.049 56.6 53.7
31 ARKANSAS 7.633 4..W.0 56.6 56.7
33 MAINE 2.770 1.557 56.2 50.7
34 SOUTH CAROLINA 20.481 11.458 55.9 57.4
35 MINNESOTA 10.648 5.917 55.6 56.7

3°41A
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DATE 02/02/90 TIME 10:56:04
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY ACCEPTANCE HATES AMONG APPLICANT CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY, BY TYPE OF AGENCYREPORT NO 7A 4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

TOTAL CASES TOTAL ACCEPTED PERCENT ACCEPTEDPROCESSED FOR VR (10)
THIS YEAR LAST YEAR

36 NORTH CAROLINA 27.124 15.019 55.4 52.937 NEM YORK 27.683 15,270 58.2 58.138 OHIO 21.545 11.879 65.1 51.939 MONTANA 2,521 1.374 54.5 57.040 REST VIRGINIA 7.157 3.857 63.9 59.3
41 SOUTH OAKOTA 2.446 1.313 63.7 85.142 KANSAS 4,680 2.434 52.0 49.043 OREGON 4.838 2.800 51.7 61.444 KENTUCKY 14.435 7.394 51.2 49.645 NEM JERSEY 13,752 6.949 60.6 50.2
48 ALASKA 1.625 815 60.2 60.847 COLORADO 7,936 3.805 47. 46 948 IDAHO 3.457 1.610 46.t. 48.549 DISTRICT OF CO 2.772 1.278 46.1 46.350 MISSISSIPPI 11,736 5.268 44.9 43.3
51 VIRGIN ISLANDS 148 66 44.6 32.652 MISSOURI 17.904 7.957 44.4 45 253 FLORIDA 24.899 10.979 44.1 43.7

NJ
54 NEVAGA 3.338 1.436 43.0 42.44' 55 PUERTO RICO 9.116 3,846 42.2 50.0N
56 NEM MEXICO 4,090 1.541 37.7 38.257 AMERICAN SAMOA 193 68 32.8 100.0

30G 307
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DATE 02102/90 TIME 10.50 46
SEQUENTIAL AGENCY ACCEPTANCE RATES AMONG APPLICANT CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY. BY TYPE DF AGENCY

REPORT NO 7A 4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

TOTAL CASES TOTAL ACCEPTED PERCENT ACCEPTED
PROCESSED FOR VR (10)

THIS YEAR LAST YEAR

BLIND AGENCIES TOTAL 21.290 12.851 59.4 58.3

RANK

1 FLORIDA 1.897 1.523 80.3 75.2
2 CONNECTICUT 194 150 77.3 87.4
3 MICHIGAN 707 532 75.2 82.2
4 VERMONT 150 110 73.3 78.2
4 SOUTH CAROLINA 371 272 73.3 66.6

6 NEW JERSEY 911 685 73.0 70.8
7 RHODE ISLAND 129 94 72.9 69.5
a IOWA 183 129 70.5 71.3
9 DELAWARE 117 82 70.1 65.2
10 IDAHO 93 65 69.9 62 0

11 OREGON 171 117 611 4 63 4
12 NORTH CAROLINA 1.776 1.197 67 4 St i
13 MASSACHUSETTS 351 231 67 0 SI 0
14 VIRGINIA 533 114 62 7 *0
15 MINNESOTA 863 141 61 1 72 7

Isa

.P,

Lo 18 PENNSYLVANIA 1.129 691 61 2 Si 4
17 WASHINGTON 400 234 10 5 50 4
18 TEXAS 4.755 2.737 57 6 54.6
19 ARKANSAS 375 213 56.8 58.1
20 NEW YORK 2.319 1.122 48.4 45.0

21 NEBRASKA 228 105 46.5 53.8
22 NEW MEXICO 211 95 45.0 56.6
23 KENTUCKY 951 426 44.8 44.0
24 MISSISSIPPI 1.620 684 42.2 46.2
25 MISSOURI 838 298 35.6 36.2

308 30
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DATE 02/02/90 TIME 1240:19
REPORT NO. 13 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTICM OF APPLICANTS (STATUS 02) AND PERCENT CNANGE IrdM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1989

APPLICANTS AVAILABLE DURINC, PERIOD APPLICANTS PROCESSED

TOTAL Oh NAND NEN THIS TOTAL ACCEPTF9 ACCEPTED NOT ACCPTD
CASES START FY PROCESSED FOR VR FOR El FOR VR OR

PAGE 1

CASES ON
RAND AT
END OF

OF FY (10) (06) EF (00) PERIOD

U S. TOTAL 891.906 260,956 630,950 623,724 346.694 24.1160 251,070 260.162
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 868.387 256,905 611.482 606.262 337.157 24.980 244.125 262.125
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 29 3 70 7 100 0 55 6 4 0 40 4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2 - 1 6 3 2 2 9 2 9 -0 1 3.2 2.3

GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL 862.103 252.171 609.932 602.516 334.721 24.184 243.611 259.587
ACTUAL LAST YEAis 837.929 248.102 589,827 584,587 325.006 24.142 235.439 253.342
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 29 3 70 7 100.0 55 6 4 0 40.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2 9 1 6 3.4 3 1 3.0 0 2 3 5 2 5

BLIND AGENCY TOTAL 29.603 8.785 21.018 21,200 12.173 776 8.259 0.595
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 30.458 8.803 21.655 21.675 12,151 838 8.686 8.783
PERCENT DIMPUTION 100 0 29 5 70 5 100 0 57 4 3.7 38.9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2.2 -0.:. -2.9 -2 2 0 2 -7.4 -4 9 -2.1

ba
REGION 1 42.660 12.651 29.829 28.737 17.760 1.323 9.654 13.943

t, ACTUAL LAST YEAR 41.291 12.239 29.052 28.440 17,586 1.368 9.486 12.851
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 30 1 69 9 100.0 61.8 4 6 33 6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 4 5 9 2.7 1 0 1 0 -3 3 I 8 8.5

REGION 2 88.856 36.963 51.693 53.809 27.445 738 25.626 35.047
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 90.343 38.593 51.750 53.378 27,731 754 24.893 36.965
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 41 6 58 4 100 0 51 0 1 4 47 6
PERCENT CHANGE PROM A YEAR AGO -1 6 -4 2 0.3 0.8 -1.0 -2.1 2 9 -5 2

REGION 3 91.555 27.662 63.693 63.667 39.415 1.476 22,776 27,488
ACTUAL LAST YEAn 92.102 27.889 64.303 64.438 40.533 1.715 22.190 27.754
PERCtNT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 30 2 69.8 no.0 61 9 2 3 35.6
PER.ENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0 7 -0.8 -0 8 -1.2 -2 8 -13.9 2 8 0 5

REGION 4 215.694 64.150 151.544 147.094 76.445 4.999 65.650 68.600
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 203.011 60.503 142.508 138.801 70.900 5.615 62,266 64.210
PERCENT DISTRIETION 100 0 29 7 70 3 100 0 52 0 3 4 44.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6 2 6 0 8 3 6.0 7 8 -11 0 5.4 6 6

REGION 5 140.426 38.389 102.037 98.382 57.366 4.563 36.433 42.044
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 134.525 39.649 94.676 96,217 53.937 4.933 37,347 38,308
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 27.3 72 7 100 0 58 3 4 7 37 0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 4 4 -3 1 7 5 2 3 6 4 -7.1 -2 4 9 8

REGION 6 100.288 24.409 75.679 76.319 47,434 1.763 27.122 23.969
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 102.259 24.134 78,125 77.850 47.712 1.695 20.443 24.409
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 24 3 75.7 100 0 62 2 2 3 35 5
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -I 9 I 1 -2 9 -2.0 -0 6 4 0 -41 6 -1 8

REGION 7 49.716 14.509 35.207 35.882 16.708 2.795 16,379 13,834
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 48.761 13.396 35.385 34.272 16.006 2.972 15.294 14.509
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 29 2 70 8 100 0 46 6 7 8 45 8
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO I 9 6 3 -0 5 4 7 4 4 -6 0 7 I -4 7

3 1 ()



DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 13

TIME 12:4646
CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICANTS (STATUS 02) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

1 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

APPLICANTS AVAILABLE DURING PERIOD APPLICANTS PROCESSED

PAGE 2

TOTAL
CASES

ON HAND
START
OF FY

NEM THIS
FY

TOTAL
PROCESSED

ACCEPTED
FOR VR
(10)

ACCEPTED
FOR 2E

(08)

NOT ACCPTD
FOR VR OR
EE (08)

CASES Ot4

HAND AT
END OF
PERIOD

REGION 8 32.173 8.695 23.478 22.822 12.349 1.723 6.750 9.351

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 32.584 9.249 23,335 23.923 12.588 1.997 9.338 8.661

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 27 0 73.0 100.0 '4.1 7 5 38.3

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.3 -6 0 0.6 -4.8 -1 9 -13.7 -6 3 8.0

REGION 9 101.849 25,547 76,302 76.441 41,603 3.433 31.405 25.408

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 95.044 23.398 71,648 68,363 39.689 2,058 26.616 26.681

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 25 1 74.9 100 0 54.4 4.5 41.1

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 7.2 9.2 t.5 11.8 4 8 66 8 18 0 -4.6

REGION 10 28.669 7.781 20.868 20.571 10.364 2.127 6.075 8.096

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 28,357 7.857 20,500 20.580 10.475 1,673 8.232 7.777

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 27.1 72.8 100.0 50 4 10.3 39 3

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.1 -1.0 1.9 0 0 -1.0 13 6 -1.9 4.1

14.3
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DATE 02/02/60
REPORT NO. 14

TINE 12:46:16
CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF EXTENDED EVALUATION CASES (STATUS 06) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

EXT EVAL AVAILAOLE DURING PERIOD EXTENDED EVALUATION PROCESSED

PAGE 1

TOTAL
CASES

ON BAND
START
OF FY

NEN TN!S
FY

TOTAL
PROCESSED

ACCEPTED
FOR VR
(10)

NOT ACCEPT-
ED FOR VR

(06)

CASES ON
RAND AT
END OF
PERIOD

U. S. TOTAL 44.367 19,407 24.960 24.646 12.537 12,111 19.719
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 44.363 19.363 24.960 24.705 12.1189 11,716 19.658
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 43.7 56.3 100.0 60.9 49.1
PERCUIT CRANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.0 0.1 -0.1 -0.2 -3.5 3.4 0.3

GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL 42.730 16.546 24.184 23.790 12,059 11.731 16.940
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 42.673 16.531 24.142 23.663 12.506 11.377 18.790
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 43.4 56.6 100.0 50 7 49.3
PERCENT CRANE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.1 0.1 0.2 -0.4 -3.6 3.1 0.6

BLIND AGENCY TOTAL 1.637 661 776 656 478 360 779
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.690 852 836 822 483 339 666
Puma DISTRIstmott 100.0 52.6 47.4 100.0 55.7 44.3
PERCENT CRANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -3.1 1.1 -7 4 4.4 -1.0 12.1 -10.3

REGION 1 2.473 1.150 1.323 % 1.327 596 731 1.146

NI ACTUAL LA:f YEAR 2.543 1.175 1.366 1.383 670 713 1.160

.8-. PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 46.5 53.5 100.0 44.9 55.1
04% PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2.8 -2.1 -3.1 -4.0 -11.0 2.5 -1.2

REGION 2 1.684 946 738 658 473 385 826
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1.713 959 754 769 422 347 944
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56.2 43.6 100.0 55.1 44.9
PERCENT CRANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.7 -1.4 -2.1 11.6 12.1 11.0 -12.5

REGION 3 2.944 1.468 1.476 1.604 615 769 1.340
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3.258 1.543 1.715 1.623 1.059 764 1.435
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 49.9 50.1 100.0 50.9 42 2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -9.6 -4 9 -13.9 -12.0 -23.0 3.3 -6.6

REGION 4 9.180 4.181 4.999 5.337 2.662 2.655 3.843
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 9.561 3.946 5.615 5.370 2.672 2.496 4.191
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 45.5 54.5 100 0 50.3 49.7
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -4.0 6.0 -II 0 -0.6 -6.6 6.3 -6.3

REGION 5 8.971 4.388 4,583 4.776 2.347 2.429 4.195
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 9.796 4.863 4,933 5.313 2.669 2.644 4.483
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 46 9 51 I 100 0 49 I 50 9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -6 4 -9.8 -7 I -10 I -12.1 -6.1 -6.4

REGION 6 4.110 1.347 1.763 1.132 812 920 1.378
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3.032 1.337 1.695 1.865 786 899 1.347
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 43 3 56 100 0 01 9 53.1
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2 6 0 7 4.0 2 8 3 3 2.3 2.3

REGION 7 4.376 1.581 2.795 1.011 1.715 1.296 1.365
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 4.456 1.48.3 2.972 2.677 1.606 1.271 1.581
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 36.1 63.9 100 0 57 0 43 0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1 8 6 4 -6 0 4 7 6 6 2 0 -13 7
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO 14

TINE 12:50:28
CASELOAD DISTRIBLTION OF EXTENDED EVALUATION CASES (STATUS 06) AND lERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1989

EXT EVAL AVAILABLE DURING PERIOD EXTENDED EVALUATION PROCESSED

PAGE 2

TOTAL
CASES

ON NAND
START
OF FY

NEW THIS
FY

TOTAL
PROCESSED

ACCEPTED
FOR 1111

(10)

NOT ACCEPT-
ED FOR UR

(08)

CASES ON
HAND AT
END or
PERIOD

REGION 8 3,232 1,509 1,723 1,787 910 877 1,445

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3,547 1,550 1,997 2,035 1,068 969 1,512

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 46.7 53 3 100 0 50 9 49.1

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -8.9 -2 6 -13 7 -12.2 -14.8 -9 5 -4.4

REGION 9 5,008 1.573 3,433 2,191 1,187 1.004 2,815

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 3.580 1.502 2,058 1,817 1,008 809 1,743

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 31 4 68 8 100.0 54.2 45.8

PEECENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 40.6 4.7 66 8 20.8 17 8 24.1 61 5

REGION 10 3,391 1,264 2,127 2,025 1,000 1.025 1,368

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 2,895 1,022 873 1,833 831 802 1,262

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 37 3 b. / 100.0 49.4 50.6

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 17 1 23.7 13 24.0 20.3 27 8 8.2
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DAT* 02/02/91
REPORT 10. 15

TIME 12:5100
CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CRANGE FROM A YEAR AG3

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1999

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

PAGE 1

TOTAL
CASES

ON HAND
START
OF FY

NEW TNIS
FY

TOTAL
CLOSeD

RENABIL-

STATED
(26)

ROT RENA-
BILITATED

(28)

MOT RENA-
BILITATED

(30)

CA3E3 ON
RAND AT
END OP
PERIOD

U S. TOTAL 928.998 569.567 359.431 350.023 220.408 102,181 27.254 578.975
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 918.942 569.796 350.146 349.268 216,241 102.809 28.218 569.674
PERCRNT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 61.3 38.7 100.0 63.0 29.2 7.8
PERCLNT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 1 0.1 2.7 0.2 1.0 -0.4 -3.4 1.6

GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL 892.622 545.842 346.790 337.065 210.693 99.968 26.384 555.557
ACTUAL LAST YEA? 882.987 545.475 337.512 337.033 209.114 100.539 27,360 545.954
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 61 2 36.8 100.0 62.5 29.7 7.9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 1 0.1 2.7 0 0 0.8 -0.5 -3.6 1.9

BLIND AGENCY TOTAL 39 376 23.725 12.651 12,959 9.715 2.373 870 23.418
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 15.955 23.321 12.634 12.235 9.127 2.270 838 23.720
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 65.2 34.8 100.0 75 0 19 3 6.7

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 2 1.7 0.1 5.9 6.4 4.5 3.8 -1.3

REGION 1 49.233 30.677 18.356 17.329 9.957 3.613 3.558 31.905
ACTUAL LAST YEAR A7.803 29,547 19.256 16.926 10,020 3.715 3.191 30.877
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 62.7 37.3 100.0 57.5 22.0 20.5
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 0 4.5 0.5 2.4 -0 6 2.6 11.5 3.3

REGION 2 82.608 54.690 27.919 29.965 19.310 6.103 3.552 53.643
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 83.955 55.802 26.153 29.470 19.623 6.116 3.529 54.495
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 66.2 33.6 100.0 66.7 21 1 12.3
PERCES( CHANCE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.6 -2 0 -0.8 -1 7 -2.6 -0.2 0.7 -1.5

REGION 3 107.206 66.976 40.230 41.161 74,993 11.240 4.929 66.045
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 106.793 65.201 41.592 39.766 24.863 10.775 4.348 67.007
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 62 5 37.5 100 0 60.7 27.3 12.0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.4 2 7 -3.3 3.5 1 3 4.3 13.3 -1 4

REGION 4 195.195 116.066 79.127 75.582 49.225 23.638 2.721 119.613
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 192.939 119.067 73.772 76.773 49.391 23.952 3.423 116.066
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59 5 40 5 100 0 65.1 31.3 3.6
PERCENT CHANGE FRO4 A YEAR AGO 1 2 -2 5 7.3 -1 6 -0.4 -1.3 -20.5 3 1

REGION 5 157.616 97,903 59.713 56.495 34.629 15,741 6.115 101.131
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 155.556 96,952 50.606 57.921 36,071 15.540 6.310 97.637
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 62 1 37 9 100 0 61.3 27.9 10 9
PI INT CHANGE FROM Ls (EAR AGO 1 3 -1.1 5 5 -2.5 -4 0 1 3 -3.1 3 6

REGION 6 128.495 R0.249 48.246 47.721 26.666 16.582 2.473 90.774
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 131.489 62.991 48.496 51.240 27.305 20.455 3,480 80.249
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 62 5 37.5 100 0 60 1 34.7 5.2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2 3 -3 3 -0 5 -6 9 5 0 -18.9 -29 9 C 7

REGION 7 46.068 27.645 18.423 ,1.409 01,777 4.755 877 28.659
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 44.629 27,217 17.612 1'.164 11.662 4.643 979 27.645
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 60 0 40 0 100 0 67 6 27 3 5 0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2 8 1 6 4 6 1 3 1 0 2 4 -0 2 3 7



DATE 02/02/90 TINE 12:52:12

REPORT NO 15 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES (STATUSES 10 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AG:

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ALL ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ALL ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL ON NAND NEW THIS TOTAL REHABIL- NOT RENA- NOT RENA-

CASES START FY CLOSED ITATED BILITATED BILITATED

PAGE 2

CASES ON
HAND AT

END OF

OF FY (25) (28) (30) PERIOD

REnIon 38.710 23.451 13.259 12.893 8,314 3,082 1.317 24.017

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 36.293 22.639 13.654 12.553 6.319 2.999 1.235 23,740

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 63 9 36 1 100 0 65 5 24 1 10.4

PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO 1 1 3 6 -2.9 1.1 -0.1 2 1 6.0 1.2

REGION 9 97.713 54.923 42.790 41.366 26.699 14.114 573 58.327

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 91,763 51.066 40.697 36,577 24,620 11.456 501 55,186

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56.2 43 8 100.0 64 5 34.1 1 4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6.5 7.6 5.1 13..1 a 4 23.2 14.4 2.1

REGION 10 28.154 16.765 11.369 1. 293 6.838 3,315 1.140 16.861

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 27.620 16.314 11,306 10,838 6.360 3,156 1.322 16.782

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59.6 40.4 100 0 60 6 29.4 10.1

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 9 2.9 0.6 4.2 7.5 5.0 -13.8 0.5
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DATE 02/02/90 TINE 12:52:45
RAUL 1

REPORT NO. 16 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

014 HAND

STAR":

OF FY

NEW THIS
FY

TOTAL
CLOSED

RENABIL-

ITATED
(26)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(28)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(30)

CASES ON
RAND AT
END OF
PERIOD

U S. TOTAL 624.552 379.582 244,990 234.887 146.407 70.863 17.537 389.865

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 604.800 368.420 236.380 227.346 141.004 68.897 17.785 377.414

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 60.8 39.2 100.0 62.4 30.1 7.5

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.3 3 6 2.8 3.2 3.9 3.0 -1.4 3.3

GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL 593.549 359.138 234,411 223.711 138.417 68.570 16.724 369,838

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 574.555 346.149 228.406 216.992 133,356 66,613 17.023 357.563

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 60.5 39.5 100 0 61 9 30.7 7.5

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 3 3.8 2.6 3.1 3 8 2.9 -1.8 3.4

BLIND AGENCY TOTAL 31.003 20.424 10.579 10,976 8.070 2.093 613 20.027

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 30.245 20.271 9.974 10.394 7.646 1.964 762 19.851

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 65.9 34 1 100 0 73 5 19 1 7.4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2 5 0.0 6.1 5.6 5.5 5.5 8 7 0.9

REGION 1 38.430 24.745 13.885 14.056 8.135 3.130 2.791 24,374

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 38.222 23.402 14.820 13.518 8.000 3,026 2,492 24.704

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 64 4 35 6 100 0 57.9 22 3 19.9

NJ PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.5 5.7 -7.7 4.0 1.7 3.4 12.0 -1.3

fA
C>

REGION 2 48.974 32.089 16.885 17.110 11.390 3.810 1.910 31.864

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 49.045 32.185 16.860 17.080 11.459 3.706 1.915 31.985

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 65 5 34.5 100.0 66 6 22.3 11.2

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0 1 -0.3 0.1 0.2 -0 6 2 8 -0.3 -0.3

REGION 3 74.721 47.097 27.624 28,904 17.380 8.306 3.218 45.917

ACTUAL LAST YLAR 75,317 45.890 29,427 27.815 17.036 7.921 2,858 47.502

PERCENT DISTEIBUTION 100 0 63 0 37.0 100 0 60.1 26.7 11.1

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -0 8 2.6 -6.1 3 9 2.0 4.9 12.6 -3.5

REGION 4 135.584 82.295 53.2Pi 4'.380 32.577 16.6e4 1.623 94.204

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 133.60C 62.879 50,-21 52.211 32.451 17,414 2.346 01.389

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 60 7 39 3 100 0 63 4 33.0 3.5

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 5 -0.7 5 1 -1.6 0 4 -2.5 -22.3 3 5

REGION 5 116.062 71.771 44.291 41.245 25.602 11.482 4.161 74.617

ACTuAL LAST YEAR 112.255 69.945 42.310 41,115 25.779 11.013 4.323 71.140

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 61.8 38 2 100 0 62.1 27 8 10.1

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 4 2 6 4 7 0.3 -C 7 4 3 -3 7 5 2

REGION 6 87.030 50.283 36.767 33.115 19.924 11.732 1.459 53,915

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 61.511 46.010 35.501 31.743 17.737 12,279 1,727 49.768

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 57.8 42 2 100.0 60.2 35.4 4.4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 6 8 9.2 3.6 4.3 12.3 -4.5 -15.5 8 3

REGION 7 25.655 14.033 11.622 10.362k. 7.129 2.702 471 15.273

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 23.484 13.390 10.094 9.526 6.500 2.643 383 13.950

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 54.7 45.3 100 0 68.7 26.8 4.5

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 9.2 4 6 15.1 9.0 9.7 5.3 23 0 9 4
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DATE 02/02/90 TINE 1253:57
MA 4

REMRT NO. 16 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED
CASES ON

TOTAL ON HAND NEW THIS TOTAL REHABIL- NOT REHA- NOT RENA- NAND AT

CASES START FY CLOSED 1TATED IMITATED BILITATED END OF

OF FY (26) (26) (30) PERIOD

REGION 8 23,736 15.106 8.830 8.116 5.353 2.025 738 15.620

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 22.450 13,645 8.805 7,753 5,182 1,895 676 14,697

PERCENT DISTR.BUTION 100 0 63 8 36 4 100 0 66 0 25 0 9.1

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 5 7 10.7 -2.0 4 7 3 3 6 9 9 2 6.3

REGION 9 55 975 31.194 24,781 22.929 14,501 8.122 308 33.046

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 50,668 28.190 22,478 19,343 12,632 6,446 265 31,325

PERCENT DISTRIBHTION 100 0 55 7 44.3 100.0 63 2 35 4 1 3

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 10 5 10.7 10.2 18.5 14.6 26.0 15 5 5.5

REGION 10 18.385 10.969 7,416 7.450 4.496 2.294 660 10.935

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 18,248 10.884 7,364 7,282 4.228 2.254 800 10.966

PERCENT DISTRIBUTIOt 100 0 59.7 40.3 100 0 60.3 30.8 8.9

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0 8 3 6 0 7 2 3 6.3 1 8 -17 5 -0.3
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DATE 02/02/90 TINE 1254:30 PAGE 1

REPORT NO. 17 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF NON-SEVERELY DISARM (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO
4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

NON-SEVRRE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD NON-SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

ON NAND

STAXT
OF FY

NEN THIS
FY

TOTAL
CLOSED

RENABIL-
ITATED
(28)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(28)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(30)

CASES ON
NAND AT
ENO OF
PERIOD

U. S. TOTAL 304.446 190,005 114.441 115,336 73.921 31.696 9.717 189.110

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 314.142 202.376 111.766 121,662 77,237 34.212 10,433 192.260

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 30.4 18.3 100.0 64.1 27.5 8.4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -3.1 -6.1 2.4 -5.4 -4.3 -7.9 -6.9 -1.6

GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL 299.073 186.704 112.369 113.354 72.276 31.418 9.660 185,719

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 308.432 199.326 109.106 120.041 75.758 33.926 10,357 188.391

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 31.5 18.9 100.0 63.8 27.7 8.5

PERCENT CHANGE ROM A YEAR AGO -3.0 -6.3 3.0 -5.6 -4.6 -7.4 -6.7 -1.4

BLIND AGENCY TOTAL 5.373 3.301 2.072 1.982 1.645 290 57 3.391

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 5.710 3.050 2,660 1.641 1.479 286 76 3.869

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 10.6 6.7 100.0 63 0 14.1 2.9

PERCENT CHARGE FROM A YEAR AGO -5 9 8.2 -22.1 7.7 11.2 -2.1 -25.0 -12.4

REGION I 10.803 6.132 4.671 3,272 1.822 683 767 7.531

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 9.561 6.145 3.436 3.408 2.020 669 661 6.173

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 16.0 12.2 100.0 55.7 20.9 23.4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 12.8 -0.2 35 9 -4.0 -9 8 -0.9 9.7 22.0

REGION 2 33.634 22.601 11.033 11.855 7.920 2.293 1.642 21.77t

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 34,910 23.617 11,293 12.390 8.364 2.411 1,614 22.52u

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 46.' 22.5 100.0 66.8 19.3 13.9

PERCENT CHANCE FROM A YEAR AGO -3.7 -4.3 -2 3 -4.3 -5.3 -4.9 1.7 -3.3

REGION 3 32,485 19.879 12.606 12.257 7.613 2.934 1,710 20,226

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 31.476 19.311 12.165 11.971 7.627 2,854 1,490 19.506

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 26 6 16.9 100.0 62 I 23.9 14.0

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.2 2.9 3.6 2.4 -0 2 2.8 14.8 3.7

REGION 4 59,611 33.773 25.636 24.202 16.648 6.656 896 35.409

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 59.239 36.166 23.051 24.562 18,947 6,538 1.077 34.677

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 24 9 19 I 100.0 66 8 27.5 3 7

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.6 -6 7 12.1 -1.5 -1.8 1.6 -16.6 2.1

REGION 5 41.554 26.132 15.422 15.240 9.027 4.259 1.954 26.314

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 43.303 29.007 14.296 16.806 10,292 4.527 1.967 26,497

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 22.5 13.3 100 0 59 2 27.0 12 8

PERCENT CdANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -4.0 -9 9 7.9 -9 3 -12.3 -5.9 -1.7 -0.7

REGION 6 41,465 29,986 11.479 14.606 8.742 4,650 1.R14 26.859

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 49.978 36.961 12.997 19.497 9.566 8.176 1.753 30.481

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 34.5 13 2 100 0 59 9 33.2 6.9

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -17.0 -16.9 -11 7 -25.1 -6 6 -40.7 -42.2 -11.9

REGION 7 20.413 13.612 6.601 7.027 4,640 1.973 400 13.386

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 21.345 13.827 7,518 7.658 5.102 2.000 490 13.687

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 53.1 26.5 100.0 66.1 26 I 5 1

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -4 ' -1.8 -9 5 -8 2 -10 C. -1.4 -16 1 -2.2
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DATE 02/02/90 TINE 12:33:42
PAGE 2

REPORT NO. 17 CASELOAD DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE CASES OF NON-SEVERELY DISABLED (STATUSES 10 - 30) AND PERCENT citartz FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1969

Sufi-SEVERE ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD NON-SEVERE ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

ON RAND
START
OF FY

NEW TRES
FY

TOTAL
CLOSED

RERABIL-
ITATED

(28)

NOT RERA-
BILITATED

(29)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(30)

CASES ON
RAND AT
END OF
PERIOD

REGION 9 12,974 11,345 4,629 4.577 2,961 1,037 579 9,397

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 13,649 6.994 4.649 4.900 3,137 1,104 559 9.043

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 35.2 19.5 100.0 64.7 22.7 12.7

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -6.3 -7.2 -4.5 -4.6 -5.6 -6.1 3.6 -7.1

REGION 9 41.736 29,729 111.009 16.457 12.199 5.992 267 23.281

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 41,095 22.976 14.219 17.294 11,996 5,010 236 23.661

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 42.4 92.2 100.0 66.1 92.5 1.4

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.6 3.7 -1.2 7.1 1.9 19.6 13.1 -2.4

REGION 10 9,769 5,916 3,953 9,649 2,942 1,021 460 5.926

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 9.972 5.430 9,942 3,556 2,132 902 522 5,1116

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 31.6 21.5 100.0 60.9 26.6 12.5

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 4.2 7.1 0.3 9.1 9.6 13.2 -6.0 1.9
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 18

TINE 12:56:15 PAGE 1

TOTAL AND SEVERE CAS..? AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 - $O)
4 41ARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1969

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL
CASES

ON NAND
START
OP FY

NEN TN1S
Ft

TOTAL
CLOSED

RERAB1L-
1TATED
(26)

NOT RENA-
B1LITATED

(26,30)

CASES ON
RAND AT END
OF PERIOD

U S. TOTAL CASELOAD 928.998 569.567 459.431 350.0'3 220.408 129,615 578,975
SEVERE CASELOAD 624.552 379,562 244,990 234,687 146,467 66,200 369,665

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 67.1 66.6 66.2 67.0 66.5 66.0 67.3
PERCENT SEVERE OP TOTAL A YEAR AGO 65.6 64.4 68.1 65.1 64.6 65.9 66.3

GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL CASELOAD 692.622 545,642 346,780 337.065 210.693 126.372 555.557
SEVERE CASELOAD 593.549 359,138 234,411 223,711 138.417 65,294 369.836

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 66 5 65.6 6 6 66.4 65.7 67.5 66.6
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 65.1 63.3 67.7 64.4 63.6 65 4 65.5

BLIND AGENCY TOTAL CASELOAD 36.376 23.725 12.651 12.956 9.713 3,243 23.418
SEVERE CASELOAD 31.003 20,424 10.579 10.976 6.070 2.906 20.0c7
PERCENT SEVERE OP TOTAL 85 2 86.1 63.6 84.7 83 1 69.6 65.5
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 64 1 86.9 78.9 65.0 83.8 68.4 83.7

REGION 1 TOTAL CASELOAD 49.233 30.877 16.356 17.328 9.957 7.371 31.905
SEVERE CASELOAD 38.430 24.745 13.665 14.056 6,125 5,921 24.374

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 78.1 60.1 74.6 61 1 81.7 80.3 76.4
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 60 0 79.2 81.2 79 9 79.8 79.9 en.o

REGION 2 TOM CASELOAD 62.606 54.690 27.916 26.965 19.310 9.655 53.643
SEVERE CASELOAD 46.974 32,069 16.665 17.110 11.390 5.720 31.864

PERCENT SEVERE OP TOTAL 59.3 56.7 60.5 59.1 59.0 59.2 59.4
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 56.4 57.7 59 9 58 0 37.6 56.3 56.7

REGIOM TOTAL CASELOAD 107.206 66.976 40.230 41,161 24.993 16.168 66.045
SEVERE CASELOAD 74.721 47,097 27,624 28.904 17.380 11.524 45,817

PERCENT SEVERE OP TOTAL 69.7 70.3 68.7 70 2 69.5 71.3 69.4
PERENT SEVERE OP TOTAL A YEAS AGO 70 5 70.4 70.6 B9 9 69.1 71.3 70.9

REGION 4 TOTAL CASELOAD 195.195 116.068 79.127 75.562 49.225 26.357 119.613
SEVERE CASELOAD 135,564 62.295 53.269 51.360 32.577 18.603 84,204

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 69.5 70 9 67.3 68 0 66.2 71.3 70.4
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 69 3 69.6 68 6 18.0 65.7 72.2 70 1

REGICN 5 TOTAL CASELOAD 157.616 97.903 59.713 56.465 34.629 21.656 101.131
SEVERE CASELOAD 116.062 71.771 44.291 41.245 25,602 15.643 74.617

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 73 6 73.3 74 2 73 0 73.9 71.6 74 0
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A ,LAR AGO 72 2 70 7 74 7 71.0 71.5 70 2 72.9

REG.'N 6 TOTAL CASELOAD 126.495 60.249 48.248 47.721 26.666 19.055 60.774
SEVERE CASELOAD 67,030 50.263 36.787 33.115 19.924 13.191 53.915

PERCENT SEVERE OP TOTAL 67 7 62 6 78 2 69 4 69 5 69 2 66 7
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 62 0 55.4 73.2 61 9 65.0 56.5 62.0

REGION 7 TOTAL CASELOAD 46.066 27.645 18.423 17 409 11.777 5.632 26.059
SEVERE CASELOAD 25.655 14.033 11.622 10.382 7.129 3.253 15.273
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 55 7 50 6 63 1 59 6 60.5 57.6 53.3
PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 52 4 49 2 57 3 55 4 55 7 54 6 50 5
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 16

TIME 12 57 26
PAGE 2

TOTAL AND SEVERE CASES AND SEVERE AS PERCENT OF TOTAL ACTIVE CASELOAD (STATUSES 10 30)

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

ACTIVE CASES IN PERIOD ACTIVE CASES PROCESSED

TOTAL

CASES

ON RAND
START
OF FY

NEM THIS
Fy

TOTAL
CLOSED

RENABIL-
ITATED

(26)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(26.30)

CASES ON
RAND AT END
OF PERIOD

REGION 8 TOTAL CASELOAD 36.710 23.451 13.259 12,693 6.314 4.379 24.017

SEVERE CASELOAD 23.736 15,106 6,630 6,116 5,353 2,783 15.620

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 64 7 64.4 65 1 63.9 64.4 63.1 65 0

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 61.9 60.3 64 5 61.6 62.3 60.7 61.9

REGION 9 TOTAL CASELOAD 97,713 54.923 42.790 41,366 26,699 14,667 56.327

SEVERE CASELOAD 55,975 31.194 24,761 22,429 14,501 6,426 33,046

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 57.3 56 6 57.9 55 4 54 3 57.4 56,7

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 55 2 55 2 55 2 52.9 51.3 56.1 56.6

REGION 10 TOTAL CASELOAD 26.154 16.765 11.369 11,293 6.636 4.455 16.661

SEVERE CASELOAD 16.365 10,969 7,416 7,450 4,496 2,954 10,935

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL 65 3 65.4 65 2 66 0 65.6 66.3 64.9

PERCENT SEVERE OF TOTAL A YEAR AGO 66 1 66.7 65 1 67 2 66.5 68 2 65 3



BATE 02/02/60
REPORT NO. 19

TINE 1287:57
CASES mocessEo FOR ELIGIBILITY DURINO PERIM. ACCEPTANCE RATES AMC PERCENT CHANGE FROB A TSAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 11189

PROCESSED FOR ELIGISILITY OURINO PERIOD

TOTAL
CASES

TOTAL
ACCEPTED

FOR YR (10)

TOTAL NOT
ACCEPTED
FOR YR (OR)

U. S. TOTAL 623.412 339.431 263.661
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 603.967 330.146 235.941
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 57.7 42.3
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.9 2.7 3.2

GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL 602.122 346.760 235.342
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 564.328 337.312 246.614
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 57.6 42.4
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.0 2.7 3.5

BLIND AGENC1 TOTAL 21.290 12.631 8.639
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 21.659 12.634 9.023
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 59.4 40.6
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.7 0.1 -4.3

REGION 1 28.741 16.356 10.363
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 26.433 16.256 10.199
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 63.9 36.1
PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO 1.0 0.5 1.6

REGION 2 27,918 26,011
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 53.393 26,153 25.240
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 51.8 46.2
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.0 -0.8 3.1

REGION 3 83.795 40.230 :i.565
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 64.546 41,592 22.954
PERCENT DISTRIBUTICN 100.0 63.1 36.9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.2 -3.3 2.7

REGION 4 147.432 79,127 66,305
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 136.356 73.72 64.784
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 53.7 46.3
PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO 6.4 7.3 5.4

REGION 5 98.575 39.713 36.662
ACTUAL LOT YEAR 96.597 56.604 39.991
PERCENT DIOTRIBUTION 100.0 60.6 39.4
PERCENT CRAI1GE FROM 4 YEAR AGO 2.0 5.5 -2.6

REGION 6 76.266 46.246 26.042
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 77.640 46.496 29.342
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 63.2 36.8
PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO -2.0 -0.5 -4.4

REGION 7 36.096 16.423 17.675
ACTUAL LAST YEAR :14,177 17,612 16.565
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 51.0 49.0
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 5 6 4.6 6.7
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 19

TIME 12:56:54
CASES PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD.

ACCEPTANCE RATES AND PERCENT CMAMOE FROM A YEAR A00

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 196V

PROCESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY DURING PERIOD

REGION 6

TOTAL
CASES

22,666

TOTAL
ACCEPTED
FOR VR 110)

13,259

TOTAL POT
ACCEPTED
FOR VI 106)

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 23.961 13,654 10,307

PERCENT DISTRIBUTICW
100.0 57.9 42 1

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -4.5 -2.9 -6.6

REGION 4
75,199 42,790 32.4J9

ACTUAL LAST YEAR
66,122 40,697 27,425

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 56.9 43.1

PERCENT-CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 10.4 5.1 16.2

REGION 10 20,469 11,369 9,100

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 20,340 11,306 9,034

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 53 3 44.5

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.6 0.6 0.7
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DATE 02/42/90
REPORT NO. 20

TIME 12.59.19

TOTAL CASELOAD LEVELS. COMPONFT.3 OF CHANGE AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO
4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1989

CASELOAD LEVELS AND COMPONENTS OF CHANGE

ON HAND NEN ALL ON RAND
START OF APPLICANTS CLOSURES AT END OF

FY (02-24) (02) (08.26,26,30) PERIOD (02-24)

U. S. TOTAL 649.930 630 950 614.004 866.876
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 845,064 611.482 605.109 651.457
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.8 3 2 1 5 1.6

GENERAL AGENCY TOTAL 816.559 609,932 592.407 834.084
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 612.106 569.827 583.649 618.066
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0 5 3.4 1.5 2.0

BLIND AGENCY TOTAL 33.371 21.016 21.597 32.792
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 32,976 21.655 21.260 33.371
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 2 -2 9 1.6 -1.7

REGION 1 41.676 29.29 27,713 46.994
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 42.961 29.052 27.125 44.661
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 4.o 2.7 2.2 4.7

na
VI REGION 2 92.599 51.893 54.976 69,516
Oo ACTUAL LAST YEAR 95.354 51,750 54.710 92.394

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2 9 0.3 3.5 -3.1

REGION 3 96,106 63.693 64.726 95.273
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 94.833 84.303 62.740 y6.196
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.6 -0.6 3.2 -1 0

REGION 4 164.399 151.544 143.667 192,056
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 163.516 142.508 141.557 164.467
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0 5 6.3 1 6 4.1

REGION 5 140.660 102.037 95.347 147,370
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 143.464 94,676 970012 140.426
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -1.9 7.5 -2.8 4.9

REGION 8 106.005 75.679 75.763 106,121
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 108.462 70,125 60.562 106,005
PERCENT CANOE FROM A YEAR AGO -2.3 -2 9 -6.0 0.1

REGION 7 43.735 35.207 35.064 43,658
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 42.099 35.385 33.749 43.715
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3 9 -0 5 4.0 0.3

REGION 8 33.655 23,476 22.320 34.613
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 33.436 23,335 22.860 33.913
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0 6 0 6 -2.4 2 7

PAGE 3



DATE 42/02/90
REPORT NO 20

TINE 13:00:04
TOTAL CASELOAD LEVELS. COMPONENTS OF CHANGE

AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

CASELOAD LEVELS AND COMPONENTS OF CNANGE

ON RAND NEN ALL ON NAND

START OF APPLICANTS CLOSURES AT END OF

FY (02-24) (02) (08.26.28.30) PERIOD (02-24)

REGION 9 82.043 7F.302 73.795 84.550

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 75.964 71.648 64.002 83.610

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 8.0 6.5 15.3 1.1

REGION 10 25.830 20.888 20,393 26.325

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 25.193 20.500 19.872 25,821

PERCFNT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 2.5 1.9 2.6 2.0

3.25
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DATE 82/02/90 TINE 13:00:23
MOAT NO. 21 CASES CLOSED DURING PER:00 AND PERMIT CNN= FRON A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 15811

CLOSED DURING PE1100

TOTAL CLOSED FRO CLOSED FRO RENABILI- NOT RENA-
CASES APPLICANT ZIT EYAL TATZD MUTAT=

(02 - 06) (OS - 06) (26) (28)

PAGE

NOT 1112A-

MUTATED
(30)

U. 8. TOTAL 814.004 251.870 12.111 220.404 108.361 27.254
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 605.109 244.125 11.716 211.241 102.809 28.218
mom DISTRISUTION 100.0 41.6 2.0 35.9 16.7 4.4
PERMIT CMG& FROM A TZAR AGO 1.5 3.2 3.4 1.0 -0.4 -3.4

GENERAL AOtNCY TOTAL 502.407 243.611 11.731 210.693 09.820 28.384
ACTUAL LAST TZAR 583,040 235.439 11.377 2011,114 100.539 27.380
PRICINT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 41.1 2.0 35.6 16.9 4.5
PERCENT CNAMGE FRON A YEAR AGO 1.5 3.5 3.1 0.5 -0.6 -3.5

BLIND AMOY TOTAL 21.597 6.250 3110 9.715 2.373 870
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 21,260 8.586 339 9.127 2.270 838
P221:1112 DISTRIBUTION 100.0 25.2 1.6 45.0 11.0 4.0
PERCENT MANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.6 -4.0 12.1 6.4 4.5 3.5

REGION 1 27.713 0.534 731 9.937 3.613 3.555
KJ ACTUAL LAST YEAR 27.128 0.488 713 10.020 3,715 3.101cm PERMIT DIMINUTION 100.0 34.6 2.6 35.0 13.6 12.8CD

PERCENT CNANGE FRON A YEAR AGO 2.2 1.6 2.5 -0.6 2.6 11.5

REGION 2 54.076 25.626 363 19.310 6.103 3.852
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 54.710 24.893 347 10.623 6.116 3.520
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 48.8 0.7 35.1 11.1 6.5
PERCENT MANGE MON A YEAR A00 0.5 2.0 11.0 -2.6 -0.2 0.7

REGION 3 64.725 22.776 789 24.993 11.240 4.028
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 52.740 22,190 784 24.663 10.778 4.345
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 $3.2 1.2 35.6 17.4 7.5
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.2 2.6 3.3 1.3 4.3 13.3

REGION 4 143.957 65.850 2.655 42.225 23.636 2.721
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 141.857 52.256 2.428 49.395 23.952 3.423
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 48.6 1.8 34.2 16.4 1.9
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1 8 3.4 9.3 -0.4 -1.3 -20.3

REGION 5 95,347 38.433 2.422 34.029 15.741 9.115
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 07.912 37.347 2,644 38.071 13.540 8.310
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 38.2 2.3 36.3 18.5 6.4
PERCENT CRANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2 6 -2.4 -8.1 -4.0 1.3 -3.1

REGION 8 73,753 27.122 920 28,585 15.552 2.473
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 50.582 28.443 599 27.305 20.435 3.480
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100.0 35.8 1.2 37.5 21.9 3.3
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -8.0 -4.8 2.3 3.0 -18.9 -29.9

REGION 7 33.084 15.370 1,295 11.777 4,735 877
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 33,749 15.294 1.271 11.882 4.643 870
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION 100 0 46.7 3.7 33.5 13.5 2.3
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 4.0 7.1 2.0 1.0 2.4 -0 2
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DATE 02/02/90 TINE 19:01:91

REPORT NO. 21
CASES CLOSED DURING PERIOD AND PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 1989

TOTAL
CASES

CLOSED FRM
APPLICANT
(02 - 08)

CLOSED DURING PERIOD

CLOSED FRK RENABILI-

UT EVAL TATED
(00 - 06) (28)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

126)

NOT RENA-
BILITATED

(90)

REGION 8
22,920 6,750 877 8.314 3,062 1,917

ACTUAL LAST YEAR
22.860 9.996 P69 8.919 2,999 1,295

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 39.2 9.9 97.2 13.7 5.9

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO -2.4 -6.9 -9.5 -0.1 2.1 6.6

REGION 9
79,795 91,405 1,004 26,899 14,114 573

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 64,002 26,616 609 24,621 11,456 501

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
1C0.0 42.6 1.4 96.1 19.1 0.6

PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 15.9 18.0 24.1 6.4 23.2 14.4

REGION 10
20.999 6,075 1,025 6.836 3.315 1,140

ACTUAL LAST YEAR
19.672 6.232 802 8,360 9,156 1,922

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
100.0 99.6 5.0 99.5 16.9 5.6

PERCENT CHANGE 7.KON A YEAR AGO 2.6 -1.9 27.8 7.5 5.0 -19.6
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DATE 0:!!:2N0 TINE 13:01:59
REPORT NO. 2; TOTAL CASELOAD DURING PERIOD AND PERCENT GRANGE FRON A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

STATUSES STATUSES STATUSES
(02 - 30) (06 30) (10 30)

U. S. TOTAL 1.4110.860 980.12$ 928.99$
ACTUAL LAST TEAR 1.458.588 950.316 918.942
PEACINT MAME PROM A YEAR AGO 1.7 1.1 1.1

GENERAL AGENCY TC1AL 1.426.401 923.293 $92.622
ACTUAL via YEAR 1.401.9 913.134 $62967
PERCENT CRUDE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.1 1.1

BLIND mum TOTAL -.4 37.535 36.378
ACTUAL LAST YEAR

. i1 37.162 35.955
PERCENT CRANE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.0 1.2

REGIOG 1 74.707 51.1t 49.233
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 72.013 49.878 47.803
PERCENT CHANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 3.7 2.9 3.0

REGION 2 144.492 83.819 82.808
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 147.104 05.248 83.955
PERCENT MAGI FROM A YEAR AGO

I 8 I 7 / A

REGION 3 159.999 109.113 107 2ne
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 1i8 918 108 892 ino 791
KRUM CNANGI FROM A YEAR AGO 0 7 0 1 n I

REGION 4 333.943 201.891 191 lei
ACIOAL LAST YEAR 328.024 199.528 192,81y
PERCENT CRAW FROM A YEAR AGO 3 0 1.1 I 2

REGION 5 242.717 164.240 157.616
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 238.340 182.685 155.55$
PERCENT CIANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 1.8 1.0 1.3

REGION 8 181.184 130.793 128.495
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 186.587 133.735 131.489
PERCENT MANGE FRON A YEAR AGO -2 5 -2.2 -2.3

REGION 7 78.942 48.729 46.088
ACTUAL LAST YEAR 77.484 47.681 44.829
PERCENT GRANGE FRON A YEAR AGO 1.9 2 2 2.8

REGION 11
57.133 39.032 36.710

ACTUAL LAST YEAR 58.773 38.774 36.293
PERCENT MANGE FROM A YEAR AGO 0.6 0.7 1 1

3 2 8
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DATE 02/02/90
REPORT NO. 22

TINE 13:02:45
PAGE 2

TOTAL CASELOAD DURING PERIOD AND PERCENT CRANGE FRON A YEAR AGO

4 QUARTER. FISCAL YEAR 1989

STATUSES
(02 30)

STATUSES
(06 - 30)

STATUSES
(10 - 30)

REGION 9
158,345 101.532 97,713

ACTUAL LAST YEAR
147,612 94.315 91,763

PERCENT CHANGE FRON A 'EAR AGO 7.3 7.7 6.5

REGION 10
46.718 30.545 28,154

ACTUAL LAST YEAR
45.693 29,684 27.620

PERCENT CHANGE FRON A YEAR AGO 2.2 2.9 1.9
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D.

Characteristics of Persons Rehabilitated
and Reasons for Closure
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CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED
AND REASONS FOR CLOSURE,

FISCAL YEARS 1984, 1986 AND 1988

Listing of Statistical Tables

Section A. Characteristics of Persons Rehabilitated

Age, sex, race, and Hispanic origin

Education, marital status, and primary source of support

Type of institution at application

Source of referral

Major disabling condition

Primary cause of selected major disabling condition

Secondary disabling condition, severely disabled status,
traumatic brain injury, deaf/blind status, Irojects-with-
industry, and veteran status

Previous closure status, public assistance status, SSDI
status, and SSI status

Months from application to closure, and cost of case
services

Type of service provided or arranged by agency

Type of facility or agency furnishing services

Work status at application and closure, and weekly earnings
at apl:lication

Weekly earnings at closure, and hours worked at application
and closure

Occupation at closure

Section B. Reasons for closure

Reasons for non-acceptance and non-rehabilitation
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Page 1 of 16

Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

Items
1988 1986 1984

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241

Age at application 1/
Number reporting 215,384 100.0
Under 18 years 17,620 8.2
18-19 years 20,297 9.4
20-24 years 31,757 14.7
25-34 years 61,t40 28.5
35-44 years 41,762 19.4
45-54 years 23,135 10.7
55-64 years 12,827 6.0
65 years and over 6,546 3.0

Mean age 33.3 years

223,354 225,772

210,379 100.0
20,135 9.6
19,634 9.3
33,265 15.8
58,877 28.0
38,259 18.2
22,274 10.6
12,673 6.0
5,242 2.5

217,634 100.0
19,416 8.9
22,257 10.2
36,627 16.8
59,572 27.4
37,500 17.3
23,601 10.8
13,098 6.0
5,513 2.5

32.6 years 32.5 years

Sex
Number reporting 218,339 100.0 214,058 100.0 218,915 100.0
Male 122,512 56.1 119,013 55.4 123,821 56.6
Female 95,827 43.9 95,045 44.6 95,094 43.4

Race
Number reporting 217,767 100.0 213,854 100.0 218,245 100.0
White 175,146 80.4 170,768 79.9 174,379 79.9
Black 38,565 17,7 39,088 18.3 39,813 18.2
American Indian/
Alaskan Native 1,209 0.6 1,109 0.5 1,240 0.6

Asian and Pacific
Islander 2,847 1.3 2,889 1.4 2,813 1.3

Hispanic origin
Number reporting 217,898
Persons of Hispanic
origin 16,374

Persons not of
Hispanic origin 201,524

100.0 218,554 100.0 209,420 100.0

7.5 15,659 7.2 13,464 6.4

92.5 202,895 92.8 195,956 93.6

For agencies repoigting in the RSA-911 format, this item is age at
application and is based on date of birth, not on age at last birthday as
in th^ RSA-300 system. For these reasons, the age distribution in FY 1988
and FY 1986 may not be fully comparable to that in FY 1984.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986

Page 2 of 16

vocational
and 1988

1988 1986 1984

Items Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 223,354 225,772

Highest grade of
school completed
Number reporting 210,334 100.0 210,232 100.0 216,061 100.0

No grades completed 984 0.5 1,065 0.5 600 0.3

1 thrwlmh 7 grades 8,980 4.3 10,697 5.1 12,836 5.9

8 grades 8,368 4.0 9,359 4.5 10,744 0

9 through 11 grades 40,191 19.1 42,823 20.4 46,198 21.4

12 grades 81,426 38.7 80,245 38.2 81,205 37.6

13 grades and over 36,609 17.4 34,007 16.2 32,940 15.2

Special education 2/ 33,776 16.1 32,036 15.2 31,538 14.6

Mean grades
completed 31 11.5 11.3 11.3

Marital status
Number reporting 209,768 230.0 202,677 100.0 209,071 100.0

Married 58,855 28.1 58,368 28.8 61,263 29.3

Widowed 8,118 3.9 7,899 3.9 8,289 4.0

Divorced 30,544 14.6 29,403 14 5 29,671. 14.2

Separated 12,357 5.9 12,284 6.1 13,009 6.2

Never married 99,894 47.6 94,723 46.7 96,839 46.3

Primal-, source
of support 4/
Number reporting 217,448 100.0 210,376 100.0 213,835 100.0

Current earnings 38,316 17.6 37,144 17.7 31,329 14.7

Family & friends 101,837 46.8 102,272 48.6 108,643 50.8

Private relief
agency 777 0.4 845 0.4 724 0.3

Public assistance 31,882 14.7 28,552 13.6 28,174 13.2

Public institution 5,953 2.7 6,661 3.2 7,843 3.7

Workers'
Compensation 5,071 2.3 4,758 2.3 5,112 2.4

Srcial Security
Disability Insurance
benefits 10,483 4.8 8,236 3.9 8,429 3.9

Other public
sources 12,026 5.5 11,911 5.7 13,321 6.2

All other sources 11,103 5.1 9,997 4.8 10,260 4.8

2/ - Includes all clients with mental retardation as a major or secondary
disabling condition.

3/ - Computed for clients not receiving special education.

4/ - This is the client's largest single source of economic support.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1(288

16

1988 1986 1984
Items Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 223,354 225,722

Type of institution
at application 5/
Number reporting 217,903 100.0 218,683 100.0 213,342 100.0
Not in institution 198,153 90.9 199,244 91.1 193,382 90.7
In institution 19,750 9.1 19,439 8.9 19,860 9.3
Mental health
facility 6/ 2,835 1.3 3,495 1.6 4,058 1.9

For the retarded 642 0.3 650 0.3 781 0.4
Treatment center-
alcoholism 2,725 1.3 2,726 1.2 2,665 1.2

Treatment center-
drug abuse 1,264 0.6 897 0.4 699 0.3

General hospital 1,090 0.5 1,490 0.7 1,851 0.9
Correctional-adult 2,352 1.1 2,555 1.2 2,970 1.4
Correctional-child 394 0.2 489 0.2 489 0.2
Halfway house 4,059 1.9 3,528 1.6 2,957 1 4
All other
institutions 4,389 2.0 3,609 1.7 3,390 1.6

5/ - Reported at referral for agencies using the RSA-300 format.

6/ - Includes mental hospitals, psychiatric inpatient units of general
hospitals and community mental health centers.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986

Page 4

vocational
and 1988

of 16

Items
1988

Number Percent
1986

Number Percent
1984

Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 - - 223,354 225,772

Source of referral
Number reporting 217,540 100.0 218,523 100.0 216,624 100.0

Educational
institutions 33,819 15.5 33,803 15.5 31,044 14.3

Elem/high school 24,159 11.1 23,293 10.7 22,634 10.4

Other inrtitutions 9,660 4.4 10,510 4.8 8,410 3.:.

Hospitals and
sanitoriums 15,622 7.2 17,073 7.8 17,995 8.3

Mental hospital 2,976 1.4 3,714 1.7 4,370 2.0

General hospital 7,720 3.5 8,686 4.0 8,892 4.1

Other hospitals 4,926 2.3 4,673 2.1 4,733 2.2

Health organizations
& agencies 26,916 12.4 24,852 11.2 23,088 10.7

Rehabilitation
facility 9,369 4.3 7,631 3.5 6,620 3.1

Community mental
health center 10,121 4.7 10,139 4.6 10,096 ...7

Other health org. 7,426 3.4 6,812 3.1 6,372 2.9

Welfare agencies 6,797 3.1 6,966 3.2 8,054 3.7

Public welfare 6,540 3.0 6,744 3.1 7,778 3.6

Private welfare 257 0.1 222 0.1 276 0.1

Other public
sources 29,236 13.4 29,557 13.5 32,317 14.9

Social Security 4,252 2.0 4,567 2.1 7,198 3.3

Workers' Comp. 2,345 1.1 2,440 1.1 2,700 1.2

State employment
service 5,447 2.5 5,995 2." 5,853 2.7

Correctional
institution 6,466 3.0 6,406 2.9 6,398 3.0

Public sources, NEC 10,726 4.9 10,146 4.7 10,16P 4.7

Other private
sources 10,364 4.8 9,370 4.3 8,056 3.7

Artificial
appliance co. 3,091 1.4 2,782 1.3 2,595 1.2

Private sources, 7,273 3.3 6,588 3.0 5,461 2.5

NEC

Individuals 94,786 43.6 97,172 44.5 96,070 44..4

Self-referred 50,647 23.3 50,607 23.2 50,522 23.3

Physician 17,140 7.9 19,335 8.8 19,332 8.9

Other individuals 26,999 12.4 27,230 12.4 26,216 12.1

NEC - Not elsewhere classified.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986

Page 5 of 16

vocational
and 1988

1988 1986 1984
Items Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 223,354 225,772

Major disabling
condition 7/
Number reporting 217,138 100.0 217,413 100.0 218,208 100.0
Blindness 9,654 4.4 8,005 3.7 8,550 3.9
Other visual
impairments 9,346 4.3 9,573 44 9,999 4.6

Deafness 7,130 3.: 7,021 3.2 6,296 2.9
Hard of hearing 12,563 5.8 11,547 5.3 10,330 4.7
Orthopedic
impairments 45,341 20.9 45.914 21.1 48,506 22.2
One or both upper
limbs 5,848 2.7 6,140 2.8 6,4E2 3.0

One or both lower
limbs 13,347 6.1 14,124 6.5 15,199 7.0

Three or more
limbs or body 5,693 2.6 5,407 2.5 5,249 2.4

One upper and one
lower limb 2,908 1.3 3,104 1.4 3,182 1.5

Other and ill-
defined 17,545 8.1 17,139 7.9 18,394 8.4

Absen-:e of
extremities 4,189 1.9 4,961 2.3 5,283 2.4
One or both lower
extremities 3,091 1.4 3,939 1.8 3,823 1.8

All other absences 1,098 0.5 1,022 0.5 1,460 0.7
Mental illness 35,732 16.5 37,971 17.5 40,382 18.5
Psychosis 10,610 4.9 10,473 4.8 11,072 5.1
Neurosis 13,230 6.1 14,669 6.7 15,259 7.0
Other mental
illness 11,892 5.5 12,829 5.9 14,051 6.4

7/ - A physical or mental condition, impairment, or disease most
responsible for the client's work limitation.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rlhabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

Items
1988

Number Percent
1986

Number Percent
1984

Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 223,354 225,772

Major disabling
condition 7/
(continued)
Alcoholism 15,259 7.0 15,563 7.2 14,548 6.7

Drug abuse 7,572 3.5 4,852 2.2 3,664 1.7

Mental retardation 29,159 13.4 28,254 13.0 27,725 12.7

Mild 16,676 7.7 16,674 7.7 16,482 7.6

Moderate 10,231 4.7 9,533 4.4 9,056 4.2

Severe 2,252 1.0 2,047 1.0 2,187 1.0

Asthma/hay fever 914 0.4 1,052 0.5 1,109 0.5

Diabetes mellitus 2,522 1.2 2,767 1.3 3,135 1.4

Epilepsy 3,687 1 7 3,926 1.8 4,399 2.0

Heart disease 4,109 1.9 4,554 2.1 4,854 2.2

Other circulatory
conditions 1,024 0.5 1,336 0.6 1,645 0.8

Respiratory system
conditions 961 0.4 1,020 0.5 1,251 0.6

Digestive system
conditions 3,990 1.8 5,444 2.5 5,510 2.5

Conditions of teeth
and supporting
structures 1,362 0.6 1,588 0.7 1,395 0.6

Hernia 983 0.5 1,433 0.7 1,551 0.7

Ulcer 145 0.1 208 0.1 222 0.1

Other digestive
system conditions 1,500 0.7 2,215 1.0 2,342 1.1

End-stage renal
failure 416 0.2 352 0.2 41' 0.2

Other genitourinery
conditions 2,877 1.3 4,367 2.0 4,430 2.0

Speech impairments 957 0.4 1,093 0.5 1,297 0.6

Skin conditions 563 0.3 761 0.4 787 0.4

Learning
disabilities 10,733 4.9 8,096 3.7 4,927 2.3

All other
conditions 8,440 3.9 8,984 4.1 9,169 4.2

7/ - A physical or mental condition, impairment, or disease most
responsible for the client's work limitation.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

1988
Items Number Percent

1986
Number Percent

1984
Number PPrcent

All rehabilitations 218,241 223,354 225,772

Primary cause of
selected major
disabling conditions
Orthopedic
impairments 45,341 100.0 1.5,914 100.0 48,506 100.0
Cerebral palsy 2,268 5.0 2,217 4.8 2,062 4.3
Other congenital
conditions 3,634 8.0 4,099 8.9 4,350 9.0

Arthritis and
rheumatism 3,581 7.9 3,727 8.1 3,900 8.0

Stroke 1,438 3.2 1,381 3.0 1,359 2.8
Poliomyelitis 1,331 2.9 1,480 3.2 1,726 3.6
Muscular
dystrophy 415 0.9 429 0.9 447 0.9
Multiple
sclerosis 1,042 2.3 937 2.0 813 1.7

Parkinson's disease 40 0.1 36 0.1 50 0.1
All other diseases 3,672 8.1 3,893 8.5 4,001 8.2
Accidents involving
the spinal cord 4,946 10.9 4,464 9.7 3,874 8.0

All other
accidents 22,974 50.7 23,251 50.6 25,924 53.4

Absence of
4,189 100.0 4,961 100.0 5,283 100.0extremities

Malignant
neoplasms 227 5.4 263 5.3 260 4.9
All other diseases 835 19.9 1,108 22.3 1,159 21.9
Congenital
cenditions 358 8.5 413 8.3 457 8.7

Accidents and
injuries 2,769 66.1 3,177 64.0 3,407 64.5
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Characteristics or persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

16

Items
1988

Ntmber Percent
1986

Number Percent
1984

Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 223,354 225,772

Secondary disabling
condition 8/
Number reporting 212,640 100.0 213,358 100.0 218,007 100.0
Secondary disabling
condition 79,820 37.5 73,755 34.6 73,398 33.7
No secondary dis-
abling condition 132,820 62.5 139,603 65.4 144,609 66.3

Severely disabled
status 9/
Number reporting 218,241 100.0 223,354 100.0 225,772 100.0
Severely disabled 140,959 64.6 135,336 60.6 132,665 58.8
Not severely
disabled 77,224 35.4 88,018 39.4 93,107 41.2

Traumatic brain

208,892 100.0 217,158 100.0
injury
imumber reporting
With TM 1,529 0.7 907 0.4 NA
Not THI 207,338 99.3 216,251 99.0

Deaf/blind status
Number reporting 218,060 100.0 217,991 100.0
Deaf/blind 530 0.2 142 0.1 NA
Not deaf/blind 217,530 99.8 217,849 99.9

Projects-with-
Industry
Number reporting 209,648 100.0 217,158 100.0
Participant
in PWI 2,107 1.0 2,555 1.2 NA

Non-participant
in PWI 207,541 99.0 214,603 98.8

Veteran status
Number reporting 208,538 100.0 217,151 100.0 217,876 100.0
Non-veteran 199,653 ;5.7 207,996 95.8 208,708 95.8
Veteran 8,885 4.3 9,155 4.2 9,168 4.2

8/ - A physical or blantal cr.ondition, impairment, or disease that
contributes to, bat is not the major basis of, the client's work
limitation.

9/ - Data obtained from the Quarterly Cumulative Caseload Report
(Form RSA-113).

NA - Not available.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

16

1988 1986 1984
Items Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 - 223,354 225,772

Previous closure
status 10/
Number reporting 213,422 100.0 205,055 100.0 212,655 100.0
No previous
closure 195,940 91.8 186,630 91.0 191,362 90.0

Previous closure 17,482 8.2 18,425 9.0 21,293 10.0
Rehabilitated 12,388 5.8 11,749 5.7 12,725 6.0
Not rehabilitated 5,094 2.4 6,676 3.3 8,568 4.0

Public assistence
status 11/
Number reporting 218,145 100.0 192,369 100.0 135,826 100.0
On PA during VR 41,366 19.0 31,030 16.1 33,249 17.0Not on PA
during VR 176,779 81.0 161,339 83.9 162,577 83.0

Social Security
Disability Insurance
status 12/
Number reporting 218,145 100.0 170,481 100.0 199,028 100.0On SSDI during VR 16,151 7.4 9,421 5.5 13,152 6.6Not on SSDI
during VR 201,994 92.6 161,060 94.5 185,876 93.4

Supplemental
Security Income
status
Number reporting 217,284 100.0 192,369 100.0
On SSI during VR 21,209 9.8 15,543 8.1 NA
Not on SSI
during VR 196,075 90.2 176,826 91.9

10/ - Limited to closures within three years of the most recent date of
referral.

11/ - Public assistance includes Supplemental Security Income by reason of
age, disability or blindness; Aid to Families 4ith Dependent Children; andGeneral Assistance. Data for FY 1988 and FY 1986 may not be fully
comparable to FY 1984 becauee the item is recorded differently in the RSA-911 system.

12/ - Data for FY 1988 and FY 1986 may not be fully comparatle to FY 1984
because the item is recorded differently in the RSA-911 system.

NA - Not available.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation ageacies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

Items
1988

Number Percent
1986

Number Percent
1984

Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 223,354 225,772 --

Months in VR from
application to
closure AA/
Number reporting 216,250 100.0 210,974 100.0 215,965 100.0
Less than 4 months 5,335 2.5 4,565 2.2 4,275 2.0
4-6 months 24,718 11.4 24 799 11.8 24,088 11.2
7-9 months 28,225 13.1 28,519 13.5 27,931 12.9
10-12 months 25,530 11.8 25,883 12.3 25,536 11.8
13-18 months 39,118 18.1 39,881 18.9 40,109 18.6
19-24 months 25,709 11.9 25,804 12.2 26,008 12.0
25-36 months 30,198 14.0 28,347 13.7 29,730 13.8
37 or more months 37,417 17.3 32,676 15.5 39,745 18.4

Mean months 22.6 months 21.1 months 22.1 months

Cost of case
services 14/
Number reporting 212,601 100.0 199,869 100.0 188,764 100.0
Clients served

.

without cost 10,513 4.9 14,411 7.2 15,108 8.0
$1 - $99 20,094 9.5 23,356 11.7 25,600 13.6
$100 -$299 28,905 13.6 30,908 15.5 29,174 15.5
$300 - 4,599 28,933 13.6 27,917 14.0 26,548 14.1
$600 - $999 27,422 12. 23,715 14.0 21,461 11.4
$1000 - $1999 35,743 1.8 31,238 15.6 29,290 15.5
$2000 - $2999 21,479 10.1 17,626 8.8 16,126 8.5
$3000 - $3999 13,219 6.2 10,367 5.2 8,812 4.7
54000 - $4999 7,882 3.7 6,282 3.1 5,139 2.7
$5000 and over 18,411 8.7 14,049 7.0 11,506 6.:

Mean cost, for all
clients reporting $1,917 $1,655 $1,477

Mean cost, for all
clients served with
cost to VR agency $2,016 $1,784 $1,606

LI/ - For agencies reporting in the RSA-911 format, the span of time begins
with the date of application. This may have induced some, if not all, of
the decline in mean months from FY 1984 to P- 1986.

14/ - These are expenditures made by rehabilitation agencies for the
purchase of services on behalf of their clients. Excluded are
administrative costs and counselor and other staff salaries.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

1988 1986 1984
Items Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 223,354 225,772

Type of service
provided or arranged
for by agency 15/
Number reporting 211,293 100,0 206,117 100.0 218,957 100.0
Di.ghosis and
*relaation 199,334 94.3 194,495 94.4 206,399 94.3

Reetoration (physical
or nental) 85,601 40.5 83,651 40.6 84,034 38.4

TrItinimm '6/ 113,565 53.7 109,270 53.0 118,276 54.0
College/university 24,079 11.4 20,477 10.0 17/ 23,671 10.8
Bosiness/vocational
f,chool 18/ 29,082 13.8 31,718 15.4 33,758 15.4
0n-the-job
training 21,392 10.1 18,298 8.9 14,308 6.5

Personal and
vocational
adjustment 46,145 21.8 47,734 23.2 50,482 23.1

Miscellaneous 30,632 14.5 26,953 13.1 28,217 12.9
Maintenance 47,691 22.6 44,714 21.7 48,163 22.0
Job placement 19/ 67,725 36.5 26,731 35.4 NA
Transportation 20/ 64,348 34.4 18,362 24.3 NA
Other services to
clients 55,588 26.3 75,101 36.4 84,486 38.6

15/ - Encompasses t!,- tceipt of services by clients regardless of the
source of funding. rlgures are not additive because most clients receive
more than one type of service.

16/ - This is an unduplicated count of clients receiving one or more type
of training.

17/ - Based on 205,575 rehabilitations.

18/ - This is non-collegiate post-secondary education.

19/ - Based on 185,492 rehabilitations in FY 1988 and 75,497
rehabilitations in FY 1986. This sm,vice is new t. the RSA-911 system
which agencies using the RSA-300 format could not report.

20/ - Based on 186,794 rehabilitations in FY 1988 and 75,497 rehabil-
itations in FY 1986. This service is new to the RSA-911 system which
agencies using the RSA-300 format could not report.

NA - Not available.

2 76 3 4 2



Page 12 of 16

Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

Items
1988 1986 1984

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241

Type of facility
or agency furnishing
services
Number reporting 21/ 181,267
Educational insti-

100.0

tutions (academic) 30,770 17.0
Business/vocational
schools 21,931 12.1

Hospitals/
sanitariums 31,481 17.4

Health organizations
and agencies 26,677 14.7
Rehabilitation
facilities 52,472 26.9

Welfare agencies 11,798 6.5
Private organizations
and agencies, NEC 35,351 19.5
Individuals
(private) 79,362 43.8

223,354 225,772

C2,237 100.0

9,865 15.9

7,332 11.

17,165 27.6

8,646 13.9 NA

14,663 23.5
4,549 7.3

10,077 16.2

26,975 43.3

21/ - Only agencies using the RSA-911 format could report this item.
Figures are not additive because most clients will receive services from
more than one source as arranged fnr by the State VR agency.

NA - Not available.

NEC - Not elsewhere classified.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

Items
1988

Number Percent
1986

Number Percent
1984

Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 223,354 225,772

Work status at
Application 22/
Number reporting 217,480 100.0 212,811 100.0 218,446 100.0
Competitive labor
market 36,549 16.8 '.4,026 16.0 29,502 13.5

Sheltered workshops 3,523 1.6 2,386 1.1 1,769 0.8
Self-employed 23/ 1,595 0.8 1,394 0.7 1,381 0.6
Homemakers 8,675 4.0 8,882 4.2 9,381 4.3
Unpaid family workers 370 0.2 341 0.2 401 0.2
Not working 166,768 76.7 165,782 77.9 176,012 80.6
Students 27,685 12.7 28,556 13.4 29,720 13.6
Trainees 3,584 1.6 1,307 0.6 1,445 0.7
Others 135,499 62.3 135,919 63.9 144,847 66.3

Work status at
closure
Number reporting 213,453 100.0 213,938 100.0 218,496 100.0
Competitive labor
market 174,033 81.5 172,393 80.6 171,981 78.7
Sheltered workshops 13,542 6.3 13,859 6.5 13,937 6.4
Self-employed 23/ 5,592 2.6 5,929 2.8 6,694 3.0
Homemakers 19,262 9.0 20,609 9.6 24,351 11.1
Unpaid family
workers 1,024 0.5 1,148 0.5 1,533 0.7

Weekly earnings
at application 22/
Number reporting 210,186 100.0 214,885 100.0 217,597 100.0
No earnings 168,572 80.2 176,992 82.4 185,356 8.!..2
Less than $100 14,498 6.9 12,939 6.0 12,400 5.7
$100 - $199 14,513 6.9 14,880 6.9 13,300 6.1
$200 and over 12,603 6.0 10,074 4.7 6,541 3.0

Mean earnings -
all clients
Mean earnings - those

$32.60 $27.10 $20.20

with earnings $164.40 $153.80 8116.20

22/ - Reported at referral for agencies using the RSA-300 format.

23/ - Includes placements into State agency-maaaged business enterprises.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
Iehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

1988 1986 1984
Items Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

All rehabilitations 218,241 223,354 225,772

Weekly earnings
at closure
Number reporting 210,249 100.0 211,076 100.0 218,081 100.0
No earnings 19,654 9.3 21,777 10.3 25,410 11.7
Less tnan $100 31,234 14.9 32,746 15.5 35,917 16.5
$100 - $149 39,482 18.8 46,835 22.2 53,872 24.7
$150 - $199 37,838 18.0 39,114 18.5 41,260 18.9
$200 - $249 33,852 16.1 31,955 15.1 28,915 13.3
$250 - $299 17,258 8.2 14,522 6.9 12,975 5.9
$300 - $399 17,983 8.6 14,508 6.9 12,154 5.6
$400 and over 12,948 6.2 9,619 4.6 7,578 3.5

Mean earnings -
all clients $177.90 $163.70 $151.30

Mean earnings - those
with ea,mings $196.20 $182.60 $171.20

Hours worked at
application 24/
Number reporting 173,033 100.0 71,710 100.0
Did not work 143,091 82.7 59,409 82.8
1 - 19 hours 4,051 2.3 1,697 2.4 NA
20 - 34 hours 8,892 5.1 3,197 4.5
35 - 44 hours 16,227 9.4 7,200 10.0
45 hours or more 772 0.4 207 0.3

Mean hours -
all clients

Mean hours - those
who worked

Weekly hours worked

5.5 hours 5.4 hours

31.8 hours 31.6 hours

at closure 24/
Number reporting 184,740 100.0 62,069 100.0
Did not work 16,248 8.8 3,759 6.1
1 - 19 hours 4,883 2.6 1,555 2.5 NA
20 - 34 hours 34,091 18.5 10,020 16.1
35 - 44 hours 125,175 67.8 45,064 72.6
45 hours or more 4,343 2.4 1,671 2.7

Mean hours -
all clients

Mean hours - those
who worked

33.4 hours 35.0 hours

36.4 hours 37.0 hours

24/ - Only agencies using the RSA-911 format could report this item.
Clients who did not work are those who did not receive wages.

NA - Not available.
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Characteristics of persons rehabilitated by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1908

Items

All rehabilitations

Occupation at
closure
Number reporting
Professional,
technical and
managerial 25/
Medicine and
health

Education
Managers and
officials, NEC

All other
professional

Clerical
Stenography,
typing, filing

Computing,
account-recording

All other clerical
Sales 25/
Service
Domestic
Food and beverage
preparation

Building
All other service

Agricultural
Industrial
Processing
Machine tracks
Benchwork
Structural
Miscellaneous

Homemakers
All other
occupations

1988 1986 1984
Number Percent Number Percent Numbor Percent

218,241 223,354 225,772

214,627 100.0 214,291 100.0 219,432 100.0

28,417 13.2 28,195 13.2 27,180 12.4

4,375 2.0 4,315 2.0 4,250 1.9
3,407 1.6 3,165 1.5 3,015 1.4

4,799 2.2 4,819 2.2 4,710 2.1

15,836 7.4 15,896 7.4 15,205 6.9
31,131 14.5 29,207 13.6 27,132 12.4

12,442 5.8 11,937 5.6 10,789 4.9

9,853 4.6 9,203 4.3 8,733 4.0
8,836 4.1 8,067 3.8 7,610 3.5
10,810 5.0 10,055 4.7 9,877 4.5
49,002 22.8 48,297 22.5 47,466 21.6
3,423 1.6 4,474 2.1 4,96G 2.3

16,750 7.8 16,158 7.5 15,352 7.0
11,598 5.4 10,645 5.0 10,072 4.6
17,231 8.0 17,020 7.9 17,076 7.8
5,213 2.4 6,095 2.8 6,423 2.9

59,453 27.7 60,592 28.3 65,938 30.0
4,292 2.0 5,397 2.5 6,060 2.8
12,577 5.9 12,365 5.8 12,814 5.8
11,705 5.5 11,660 5.4 13,537 6.2
15,753 7.3 16,954 7.9 18,144 8.3
15,126 7.0 14,216 6.6 15,383 7.0
19,262 9.0 20,609 9.6 24,351 11.1

11,339 5.3 11,241 5.2 11,065 5.1

25/ Includes vending stand personnel under the Randolph-Sheppard Act.

NEC - Not elsewhere classified.
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Reasons for closure for persons not accepted for
services and not rehabilitated by State vocational

rehabilitation agencies, Fiscal Years 1984, 1986 and 1988

Reasons for 1988
Number Percent Number

1986
Percent Number

245,435

1984
Percentclosure

Applicants not
255,698 247,923accepted for VR 26/

Number reporting 251,033 100.0 234,037 100.0 231,765 100.0
Unable to locate 41,695 16.6 38,395 16.4 36,503 15.8
Handicap too severe 17,668 7.0 17,273 7.4 20,549 R.q
Refused services 68,345 27.2 60,226 25.7 55,204 23.8
Death 1,376 0.5 1,375 0.6 1,403 0.6
Institutionalized 3,714 1.5 3,379 1.4 3,494 1.5
Transferred to
another agency 3,778 1.5 3,400 1.5 3,697 1.6
Failed to
cooperate 54,311 21.6 49,189 21.0 45,495 19.6

No disabling
condition 11,767 4.7 12,760 5.5 16,454 7.1

No vocational
handicap 16,551 6.6 16,274 7.0 17,817 7.7
Transportation
not feasible 27/ 695 0.3 377 0.2 NA
Not in order of
selection
priority 27/ 24/ 347 0.1 90 ** NA
All other reasons 30,786 12.3 31,299 13.4 31,149 13.4

Total not
131,004 127,497 131,572rehabilitated

Number reporting 126,860 100.0 119,203 100.0 125,965 100.0
Unable to locate 34,510 27.2 30,706 25.8 31,06R 24.7
Handicap too severe 9,765 7.7 10,960 9.2 13,583 10.8
Refused services 31,235 24.6 28,511 23.9 27,765 22.0
Death 2,584 2.0 2,537 2.1 3,018 2.4
Institutionanzed 3,361 2.6 3,374 2.8 3,710 2.S1

Transferred to
another agency 1,466 1.2 1,453 1.2 1,944 1.5
Failed to
cooperate 28,146 22.2 26,067 21.9 27,279 21.7

Transportation
not feasible 27/ 590 0.5 372 0.3 NA

All other reasons 15,203 12.0 15,223 12.R 17,59R 14.0

* * Less than 0.05 percent.

26/ - Composed of closures from applicant and extended evaluation statuses.

27/ - Only agencies using the RSA-911 format could report this reason.

28/ - In some agencies, applicants are placed on a waiting list if they do
not meet the order of selection priority which usually nvolves serving
severely disabled persons first.

NA - Not available. 281 3 ,1 7
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POST-EMPLOYMENT SERVICES AND ANNUAL REVIEWS OF
INELIGIBILITY DETERMINATIONS AND WORKSHOP PLACEMENTS

FISCAL YEAR 1989

Listing of Statistical Tables

Table 1. Number and percent of persons rehabilitated by
State vocational rehabilitation agencies receiving
post-employment services (PES), and percent main-
taining employment, Fiscal Years 1979 - 1989

Table 2. Number and percent of persons rehabilitated by
State vocational rehabilitation agencies receiving
post-employment services (PES), by type of agency
and severi*y of disability, Fiscal Year 1989

Table 3. Number of ineligibility determination reviews
conducted by State vocational rehabilitation
agencies, and percent resulting in acceptance
for services, Fiscal Years 1979 - 1989

Table 4. Number of workshop reviews conducted by State
vocational rehabilitation agencies, and percent
resulting in placements into competitive and self-
emp2oyment, Fiscal Years 1979 - 1989
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Table 1 - Number and percent of persons rehabilitated by State
vocational rehabilitation agencies receiving post-
employment services (PES), and percent maintaining
employment, Fiscal Years 1979-1989

Fiscal
Year

1989

1988

1987

1986

1985

1984

1983

1982

1981

1980

1979

1/

Persons getting PES Percent getting PES 1/
Percent maintaining
employment 2/

Severely Severely
Total disabled Total disabled Total

Severely
disabled

17,655 13,961 8.1 9.9 81.2 81.1

14,520 11,033 6.6 8.1 78.2 78.4

12,705 9,429 5.7 7.0 79.1 79.6

11,655 8,544 5.1 6.3 76.5 76.3

10,982 7,998 4.9 6.0 76.0 75.8

9,712 7,091 4.5 5.7 76.8 77.2

9,277 6,606 4.1 5.1 74.0 73.7

9,323 6,358 3.7 4.6 75.0 75.0

13,360 9,138 4.8 6.4 73.8 75.6

12,742 8,345 4.4 5.8 75.8 75.4

11,194 7,227 3.8 5.2 76.8 76.5

Percents are based on the number of persons
rehabilitated in the previous fiscal
also referred to as the utilization

year.
rates.

They are

2/ Maintaining or regaining current employment is the goal
of post-employment services (PES). The percent is
based on the number of cases for which PES have been
completed or terminated which in Fiscal Year 1989 was
10,005 cases altogether and 7,849 cases of severely
disabled persons.
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Table 2 - Number and percent of persons rehabilitated by State
vocational rehabilitation agencies receiving post-
employment services (PES), by type of agency and
leverity of disability, Fiscal Year 1989

Severity Status
Severely

Item Total disabled
Non-severely
diaabled

1. Persons getting PES

Type of agency

Total 17,655 13,961 3,694

General/combined agency 15,719 12,469 3,250

Agency for the blind 1,936 1,492 444

2. Percent getting PES 1/

Type of agency

Total 8.1 9.9 4.8

General/combined agency 7.5 9.4 4.3

Agency for the blind 21.2 19.5 30.0

1/ Percents are based on the number of persons
rehabilitated in the previous fiscal year. They are
also referred to as the utilization rates.
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Table 3 - Number of ineligibility determination reviews conducted by
State vocational rehabilitation agencies, and percent
resulting in acceptance for services, Fiscal Years 1979-1989

Fiscal
Year

Ineligibility
reviews

Percent
accepted
for VR

Percent
pre-accept-
ance 1/

Percent
not accept-
ed for VR

Percent
not
further
consideredconsidered completed

1989 28,531 22,721 2.5 2.6 3.0 91.9

1988 31,807 26,120 2.8 2.3 2.9 92.0

1987 32,210 25,242 2.9 2.7 2.8 91.7

1986 31,294 25,896 2.6 2.1 2.7 92.6

1985 34,837 28,129 2.2 2.3 2.3 93.1

1984 35,893 29,896 2.1 1.9 4.6 91.4

1983 40,855 34,372 2.7 2.1 2.8 92.4

1982 56,100 3/ 48,736 2.8 1.8 2.5 93.0

1981 48,800 3/ 39,242 3.5 1.2 3.3 92.0

1980 55,488 44,578 2.6 1.9 1.5 94.0

1979 56,888 47,934 2.2 1.8 1.6 94.5

21

1/ Case review resulted in re-entry into VR process, but no
eligibility decision had yet been made as the fiscal year
ended.

2/ Review took place, but no further consideration rec:uired for
any reason (e.g. person moved, was not interested in services,
died, was institutionalized, etc.).

3/ Estimated.

NOTE: Percents are based on the number of reviews completed.
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Table 4 - Number of workshop reviews conducted by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies, and percent resulting in placements
into competitive and self-employment, Fiscal Years 1979-1989

Fiscal
Year

Workshop
Percent

reviews _placed ccm-
completed petitively

Percent
pre-accept-

1/ ance/PES 2/

Percent
maintained
in workshop

Percent
not avail-
able 3/considered

1989 42,913 40,504 6.7 3.6 80.5 9.2

1988 45,385 43,139 5.8 2.9 80.3 11.0

1987 47,007 43,968 4.7 6.0 80.8 8.6

1986 47,841 43,297 5.0 2.2 83.7 9.2

1985 45,807 41,927 5.2 2.0 83.5 9.3

1984 40,965 36,571 3.4 2.3 84.0 10.3

1983 38,055 34,052 4.2 2.1 84.2 9.6

1982 38,900 4/ 35,018 4.5 3.5 84.2 7.8

1981 37,300 4/ 33,573 5.1 1.9 85.5 7.6

1980 30,162 27,263 5.2 3.5 81.7 9.5

1979 30,722 28,777 5.1 3.6 82.5 8.8

1/ Case review resulted in placement into the competitive labor
market or self-employment.

2/ Case review resulted in re-entry into the VR process or the
delivery of post-employment services to maintain workshop
employment.

3/ For whatever reason, the individual was not available for a
review to take place.

4/ Estimated.

NOTE: Percents are based on the number of reviews completed.
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CLIENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAM
FISCAL YEAR 1989

Listing of Statistical Tables

Table 1. Routine informational inquiries and cases handled
by State Client Assistance Program (CAP) agencies:
Number and percent change from previous year,
Fiscal Year 1985 - 1989

Table 2. Total number of individuals served, routine infor-
mational inquiries and cases haAdled by State
Client Assistance Program (CAP) agencies, Fiscal
Years 1985 - 1989

Table 3. Total cases handled by State Client Assistance Pro-
gram (CAP) agencies: Number and percent distribu-
tion, Fiscal Years 1988 and 1989

Table 4. Percent distribution of program data items,
Fiscal Year 1989
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Table I - Routine informational inquiries and cases handled by State Client Assistance Program (CAP) agencies:
Number and percent change from previous year. Fiscal Years 1965 - 1969

Fiscal Year
1969 1966 1967 1966 -i-91/Percnt change Precent change Percent change Percent change

from previous frJe previous from prvloue from previous
JAM' Number veer Nmber veer rumber year Number year Number

Pontine informational
inquiries handled 38,654 - 8.5 42,1,3 +36.7 30,847 +20.4 25,613 +43.4 17,866

Twtal_casos handled

Number available 12,046 - 5.0 12.683 - 6.3 13,534 + 0.4 13,476 +14.2 11,798On hand, Oct 1 2,847 - 2.9 2,933 - 0.8 2.958 +23."' 2,400 +424.0 468Now since Oct. 1 9,199 - 5.7 9,750 - 7.8 10,573 - 4.5 11,07l + 1.4 10,916Transferred from
CAP Project 3 2/ 2 2/ 424

rases closed during year 8,966 - 8.4 9,793 - 5.5 10,359 + 1.0 10,252 + 9.6 9,358

rases pending. Sept. 30 3,080 + 6.6 2,890 - 9.0 3,!75 - 1.5 3,223 +32.1 2,440

1/ Initial reporting period.

2/ Percent change not shown for numbers loss than 10.
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Table 2 - Total number of individuals served,
routine informational inqu:ries and cases handled

by State Client Assistance Program (CAP) agencies, Fiscal Years 1985 1989

Total individuals served Routine informational inquiries cases handled

Fiscal
Year

Percent chany-
from previous

Number Year Number

Percent change
from previous
year

Percent change
from previous

Number_ year

1989 50,600 - 7.7 38,554 - 8.5 12,046 - 5.0

1988 54,836 + 23.6 42,153 ... 3f,.7 12,683 - 6.3

1987 44,381 + 13.5 30,847 + 20.4 13,534 + 0.4

1986 39,049 + 31.8 25,613 43.4 13,476 + 14.2

1985 29,664 1/ 17,866 1/ 11,798 1/

1/ Initial reporting period.
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Table 3 - Total cases handled by State Client Assistance Prlgram
(CAP) agencies: Number and percent distribution, Fiscal
Years 1988 and 1989

Item

Fiscal Year
1989 1988

Number
Percent

distribution Number
Percent

distribution

Number available 12,046 100.0 12,683 100.0
On hand, Oct. 1 2,847 23.6 2,933 23.1
New since Oct. 1 9,199 76.4 9,750 76.9

Cases closed during
year 8,966 74.4 9,793 77.?

Cases pending, Sept. 30 3,080 25.6 2,890 22.8
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Table 4 - Percent distribution of program data items, Fiscal Year 1989

Program data item Number
Percent

of total 1/

Total cases handled 12,046 100.0

Types of individual served

Applicants/clients of VR 11,533 95.8
Applicants/cllents of IL 245 2.0

Applicants/clints of Special Projects 86 0.7

Applicants/clients of Non-VR facilitles 182 1.5

Source of person's concern

State VR agency only 9,948 82.6

Other Rehab Act sources only 62. 5.2

Both VR agency and other sources 1,469 12.2

(Rehab Act)

Problem areas 2/

Client-staff conflict 2,542 21.1

Service related 5,654 46.9

Related to client's eligibility/
applicatior

2,815 23.4

Other problemE 2,378 19.7

Non-Rehab Act related 752 6.2

Major disabling condition

Visual impairments 1,354 11.2

Hearing impairments 716 5.9

Orthopedic impairments 3,192 26.5

Absence of extremities 160 1,3

Mental illness 1,923 16.0

Substance abuse 578 4.8

Mental retardation 567 4.7

Specific learning disorders (SLD) 647 5.4

Neurological disorders 949 7.9

Respiratory/heart conditions 319 2.6

Speech impairments 132 1.1

All other disabilities 1,088 9.0

Disability unknown 421 3.5

Traumatic brain injured (TBI) 408 3.4

Types of services_provided 2/

Informational/referral 7,069 58.7

Advisory/interpretational 7,604 63.1

Mediation 5,255 43.6

Administrative 922 7.7

Legal 191 1.6

Transportation 138 1.1

1/ Percentages based on total number of cases handled

2/ Percentages are not additive because individuals may report more
than cne problem area or receive more than one type of service.

293

3 FIO



G.

Client/Applicant Appeals

294 361



k
NO

CLIENT APPLICANT APPEALS
FISCAL YEAR 1989

Listing of Statistical Tables

Table 1. Appeals handled by impartial hearing officers (IHO)
in State vocational rehabilitation (VR) agencies:
Number and percent distribution, Fiscal Year 1989..

Table 2. Impartial hearing officer (IHO) decisions handled
by State Directors of vocational rehabilitation
(VF) agencies: Number and percent distribution,
Fiscal Year 1989

Table 3. A. Types of complaints/issues for appeals handled
by impartial hearing officers (IHO) in State voca-
tional rehabilitation (VR) agencies: Number and
percent distribution, Fiscal Year 1989

B. Types of complaints/issues for impartial hear-
ing officer (IHO) decisions handled by State Direc-
tors of vocational rehabilitation (VR) agencies:
Number and percent distribution, Fiscal Year 1989..
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Table 1 - Appeals handled by impartial hearing officers (IHO) in
State vocational rehabilitation (VR) agencies: Number and
percent distribution, Fiscal Year 1989 1/

Appeals handled by impartial
hearing officer (IHO) Number

Percent
distribution

Appeals in process, Oct. 1 99 14.4
New appeals since Oct. 1 589 85.6 ,IM...

Total available during year 688 100.0 - -

Total resolved during bear 566 82.3 100.0
Deciaions favoring individual 84 12.2 14.8
Decisions favoring agency 199 28.9 35.2
Appeals resolved not requiring 283 41.1 50.0
IHO decision

Appeals in process, Sept. 30 122 17.7

1/ Preliminary data, figures reflect information collected from
68 State VR agencies. Two-thirds (45) of these agencies
reported activity involving appeals.
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Table 2 - Impartial hearing officer (IHO) decisions handled by State
Directors of vocational rehabilitation (VR) agencies:
Number and percent distribution, Fiscal Year 1989 1/

IHO decisions handled by
State director Number

Percent
distribution

IHO decisions in process, Oct. 1 17 6.0

New IHO decisions since Oct. 1 268 94.0 - -
Total available during year 285 100.0

Total concluded during year 259 90.9 100.0
IHO decisions not reviewed 131 46.0 50.6
IHO decisions sustained or reversed 125 43.8 48.3
Those favoring individual sustained 20 7.0 7.7

Those favoring individual reversed 15 5.3 5.8

Those favoring agency sustained 85 29.8 32.8
Those favoring agency reversed 5 1.8 1.9

IHO decisions concluded - no Director
decision

3 1.1 1.2

IHO decisions in process, Sept. 30 26 9.1

1/ Preliminary data, figures reflect information collected from
68 State VR agencies. Two-thirds (45) of these agencies
reported activity involving appeals.

297
364



Table 3A - Types of complaints/issues for appeals handled by
impartial hearing officers (IHO) in State vocational
rehabilitation (VR) agencies: Number and percent
distribution, Fiscal Year 1989 1/

Types of complaints/issues Number
Percent

distribution
Total 688 100.0

Applicant eligibility for VR/EE 126 18.3
Client eligibility for further services 72 10.5
Nature/contents of IWRP 76 11.0
Delivery/quality of counseling service 8 1.2
Delivery/quality of other services 61 8.9
Cost of services 49 7.1
Nature/quality of rehabilitation
closure 38 5.5

All other complaints/issues or not
reported 258 37.5

Table 3B - Types of complaints/issues for impartie hearing
officer (IHO) decisions handled by State Directors of
vocational rehabilitation (VR) agencies: Number and
percent distribution, Fiscal Year 1989 1/

Percent
Types of complaintsjissues Number distribution
Total 285 100.0

Applicant eligibility for VR/EE 50 17.5
Client eligibility for further services 51 17.9
Nature/contents of IWRP 53 18.6
Delivery/quality of counseling service 2 0.7
Delivery/quality of other services 32 11.2
Cost of services 20 7.0
Nature/quality of rehabilitation
closure 14 4.9

All other complaints/issues or not
reported 63 22.1

1/ Preliminary data, figures reflect information collected from
68 State VR agencies. Two-thirds (45) of these agencies
reported activity involving appeals.
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COMPREHENSIVE SERVICES FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING
FISCAL YEAR 1989

Listing of Statistical Tables

Table 1. Caseload data reported by State Independent Living
Rehabilitation (ILR) agencies: Number and percent
distribution, Fiscal Year 1989

Table 2. Cases closed by State Independent Living Rehabili-
tation (ILR) agencies during Fiscal Year 1989, by
reason for closure

Table 3. Profile of clients closed frcm State Independent
Living Rehabilitation (ILR) agencies, Fiscal Year
1989

Table 4. Independent Living IWRP goals and percent of goals
met by clients closed during Fiscal Year 1989
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Table 1 - Caseload data reported by State Independent Living
Rehabilitation (ILR) agencies: Number and percent
distribution, Fiscal Year 1989

Items

Fiscal Year 1989

Number
Percent

distribution

Person-years (total)

Pre-active Caseload

285.63 _ -

Cases on hand, Oct. 1 3,549 22.2
New applicants 12,426 77.8
Total available 15,975 100.0
Cases accepted for IL 9,455 59.2
Cases not accepted for IL 2,641 16.5
Remaining, Sept. 30 3,879 24.3

Active Caseload
Cases on hand, oct. 1 7,828 45.3
Accepted since Oct. 1 9,455 54.7
Total available 17,283 100.0
Cases closed 7,377 42.7
Remaining, Sept. 30 9,906 57.3
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Table 2 Cases closed by State Independent Living Rehabilitation
agencies during Fiscal Year 1989, by reason for closure

Reason for closure Number Percent

Total cases closed 7,377 100.0

ILRS no longer needed - employed 892 12.1
ILRS no longer needed - referred

to VR 416 5.6
ILRS no longer needed - other 3,66 49.7
ILRS still needed - withdrew 366 5.0
ILRS still needed - moved 185 2.5
Institutionalized 110 1.5
Died 268 3.6
All other reasons 1,474 20.0
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Table 3 - Profile of clients closed from State InAependent Living
Rehabilitation (ILR) agencies, Fiscal Year 1989 (continued)

Items Number Percent

Total cases closed 7,377

360
2,662

100.0

4.9
36,1

DiAabi:itv (major aisabling
condition (continued)
Traumatic brain injured (TBI)
Secondary disabling condition

Tvpes of services provided 1/
Counseling 3,928 53.2
Housing assistance 937 12.7
Physical & mental restoration 2,148 29.1
Attendant care 288 3,0
Daily living services 1,818 24.6
Transportation 741 10.0
Interpreter and other services

for the deaf 247 3.3
Reading and other services

for the blind 982 13.3
Recreational services 577 7.8
Services to family members 352 4.8
Vocational 8 other training 1,381, 18.7
Job placement 3% 0.4
Telecommunications 324 4.5
Rehabilitation engineering 657 8.9
Advocacy and referral services 2,060 27.9
Other services 2,524 34.2

1/ Percentage; are not additive because individuals may
receive more than one type of service.
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Table '3 - Profile of clients closed from State Independent
Rehabilitation (ILR) agencies, Fiscal Year 1989

Items Number Percent

Total cases closed 7,377

1)

100.0

Age (as of October
Under 6 141 1.9
6 - 15 years 258 3.5
16 - 22 years 393 5.3
23 - 34 years 1,154 15.6
35 - 44 years 1,040 14.1
45 - 54 years 903 12.2
55 - 64 years 1,040 13.7
65 years & over 2,478 33.6

Median age

Sex

52.8 years

Female 4,077 55.3
Male 3,300 44.7

Race/ethnicity
White 6,173 83.7
Black 969 13.1
American Indian/A1-..kan Native 137 1.9
Asian or Pacific Islander 44 0.6
Other 54 0.7

Ispanic 340 4.6
Not f Hispanic origin 7,037 95.4

Disability (major disabling
condition'
Blindness 2,074 28.1
Other visual impairments 256 3.5

tfness 363 4.9
.d of hearing 329 4.5
inal cord injury (ortho. impair.) 803 10.9

Other orthopedic impairments 1,795 24.3
Amputations 346 4.7
Mental illness 126 1.7
Substance abuse 7 0.1
MentaA retardation 120 1.6
Epilepsy 48 0.7
Heart conditions 193 2.6
Respiratory etonditions 49 0.7
Other disabling conditions 868 11.8

304

Living



Table 4 - Independent Living IWRP 1/ goals and p ercent of goals met
by clients closed during Fiscal Yea r 1989

IL IWRP goals
Goal in I WRP Goal Met

Number Percent of
total 2/

Number Percent 3/

Total cases close d 7,377

Self-care 4,220 57.2 3,238 76.7
Communication 2,333 31.6 1,763 75.7
Mobility 3,69Z 50.1 2,928 79.2
Residential 1,357 18.4 1,059 78.0
Education 660 8.9 472 71.5
Vocation 385 5.2 292 75.8

1/ Inaividualized written rehabilitation program.

2/ Percentages are not additive because individuals may specify more
than one goal in IWRP.

3/ 'lsed on the number with goal in IWRP.
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Services to and Outcomes for
Persons with Severe Disabilities and
Persons with Non-severe Disabilities



Services to and Outcomes for Severely and Non-Severely
Disabled Persons Rehabilitated by State Vocational

Rehabilitation Aggncies in Fiscal Year 1988

a)T_21_.e

Listing of Statistical Tables

Client demographics

1. Age at application (including mean age)
2. Age at closure (including mean age)
3. Sex
4. Race
5. Hispanic origin
6. Highest grade completed (including mean grade)
7. Marital status
8. Veteran status

Types of disabling conditions

9. Major disabling condition (summary)
10. Major disabling condition (detail)
11. Secondary disabling condition(summary)
12. Secondary disabling condition (detail)
13. Hearing impairments
14. Traumatic brain injury
15. Causes of orthopedic impairments
16. Causes of amputations

Economic status at application

17. Work status
18. Weekly earnings (including mean hours)
19. Weekly hours worked (including mean hours)
20. Hourly wage rates
21. Mean hourly wage rates and minimum wage status
22. Primary source of support
23. Public assistance status during VR
24. Supplemental Security Income (SSI)-aged
25. Supplemental Security Income (SSI)-blind
26. Supplemental Security Income (SSI)-disabled
27. Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC)
28. General Assistance
29. Social Security Disability Insurance (SSDI)
?0. Veterans disability support
31. Other disability support
32. All other public support
33. Type of institution (resided in)
34. Migratory agricultur_l Workers
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Interaction with the rehabilitation process

35. Source of referral (summary)
36. Source of referral (detail)
37. Previous closure status
38. Cost of case services (including mean cost)
39. Services provided
40. Rehabilitation facility (served in)
41. Months in rehabilitation (including mean months)
42. Projects-with-Industry status.

Rehabilitation outcomes

43. Work status
44. Occupation (summary)
45. Occupation (detail)
46. Weekly earnings (including mean earnings)
47. Weekly hours worked (including mean hours)
48. Hourly wage rates
49. Mean hourly wage rates and minimum wage rate status
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 1 AGE AT APPLICATION BY SEVERITY STATUS

AGE AT APPLICATION

I SEVERITY STATUS I

iT OTALI SEVERE INONSEVEREI

TOTAL
ROW X
COL X

UNDER 18 YEARS
ROW X
COL X

1819 YEARS
ROW X
COL X

2024 YEARS
ROW X
COL X

21=34 YEARS
ROW X
COL X

3544 YEARS
ROW X
COL X

4554 YEARS
ROW X
COL X

55.44 YEARS
RON X
COL X

65 YEARS AND OVER
ROW X
COL X

215.384 147.799 67.585
100.0 68.6 31.4
100.0 100.0 100.0
17,620 11,799 5,821
100.0 67.0 33.0

8.2 8.0 8.6
20,297 13,078 7,219
100.0 64.: 35.6

9.4 8.8 10.7
31.757 21,714 10,043
100.0 68.4 31.6
14.7 14.7 14.9

61.440 41.827 19,613
100.0 68.1 31.9
28.5 28.3 29.0

41,762 28.599 13,163
100.0 68.5 31.5
19.4 19.3 19.5

23.135 16:1117 6,948
100.0 70.0 30.0
:0.7 11.0 10.3

17.827 9.296 3,531
.'.0.0 72.5 27.5
6.0 6.3 5.2

6.546 5,299 1.247
100.0 81.0 19.0

3.0 3.6 1.8

1 SEVERITY STATUS I

MEAN AGE AT APPLICATION IT OTAL I SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
MEAN

NUMBER REPORTING AGE
MEAN

376

215.384 147,799 67,585
33.3 33.7 32.2

215.384 147,799 67,585
33.3 33.7 32.2
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SERIES D4 LOARACTERISTICS OF FERS045 REHABILITATED,

TABLE 2 AGE AT CLOSURZ BY SEVERITY

SUMMARY BY SELECTED

STATUS

TAROET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

AGE AT CLOSURE IT OTAL

ISEVERITY

SEVERE INON-SEVERE

T OTAL 216,909 148,606 68,303
ROW x 100.0 68.5 31.5
COL X 100.0 100.0 100.0

UNDER 18 YEARS 1,150 773 377
ROW x 100.0 67.2 32.8
COL x .5 .5 .6

18-19 YEARS 12,630 8,129 4,501
ROW x 100 0 64.4 35.6
COL x 5.8 5.5 6.6

20-24 YEARS 43,431 29,06 14,368
ROW X 100.0 66.9 33.1
COL x 20.0 19.6 21.0

25-34 YEARS 65,021 43,961 21,060
RON x 100.0 67.6 32.4
COL X 30.0 29.6 30.8

35-44 YEARS 46,501 31,901 14,600
ROW x 100.0 68.6 31.4
COL x 21.4 21.5 21.4

45-54 YEARS 25.909 18,122 7,787
RON X 100.0 69.9 30.1
COL x 11.9 12.1 11.4

55-64 YEARS 14,666 10,532 4,134
ROW x 100.0 71.8 28.2
COL x 6.8 7.1 6.1

65 YEARS AND OVER 7,601 6,125 1,476
RaW x 100.0 80.6 19.4
COL x 3.5 4.1 2.2

SEVERITY STATUS

MEAN AGE AT CLOSURE IT OTAL I SEVERE INON-SEVERE

T OTAL 216.909 148,606 68,303
MEAN 35.1 35.7 34.0

NUMBER REPORTING AOE 216,909 148,606 68,303
MEAN 35.1 35.7 34.0
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SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY IlY SELECTED TAROET OROUP, W4'IONAL TOTALS, Ff 1988

TABLE 3 SEX SY SEVERITY STATUS

I SEVERITY STATUS I

SEX IT OTAL I SEVERE

TOTAL 218.339 149,708
ROW x 100.0 68.6

COL x 100.0 100.0

MALE 122.512 84.528
ROW x 100.0 69.0
COL x 56.1 56.5

FEMALE 95,827 65.180
ROW x 100.0 68.0

COL x 43.9 43.5

380

INON-SEVEREI

68,631
31.4
100.0

37.984
31.0
55.3

30.647
32.0
44.7

.-4
.-4
Cv"I

381
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS RENABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 4 RACE BY SEVERITY STATUS

I SEVERITY STATUS 1

RACE IT OTAL I SEVERE

T OTAL 217,767 149,233
ROW Y. 100.0 68.3
COL x 100.0 100.0

WHITE 173,146 120.928
Row x 100.0 69.0
COL % 80.4 $1.0

BLACK 38,563 23.597
ROW x 100.0 66.4
COL % 17.7 17.1

AMER INDIAN/ALAS NATIVE 1,209 801
ROW X 100.0 66.3
COL x .6 .3

ASIAN/PACIFIC ISLANDER 2,847 1,929
ROW x 100.0 67.8
COL x 1.3 1.3

INON-SEVEREI

0,8,312
31.5

100.0
i'4,218
31.0
79.1

12,968
33.6
18.9
408

33.7
.6

918
32.2
1.3

383
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SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS RENPIILITATED, SUMMARY SY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 5 HISPANIC ORIGIN BY SEVERITY STATUS

HISPANIC ORIGIN

SEVERITY STATUS 1

IT OTAL I SEVERE INONSEVEREI

TOTAL
ROW X
COL :c

HISPANIC ORIGIN
ROW X
COL X

NOT OF HISPANIC ORIOIN
ROW X
COL X

3R4

217.898 149,431 68,467
100.0 68.6 31.4
100.9 100.0 100.0

16.374 10.483 5.891
100.0 64.0 36.0

7.5 7.0 8.6
201.524 138.948 62,576

100.0 68.9 31.1
92.5 93.0 91.4

35
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SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED,

TABLE 6 HIGHEST GRADE COMPLETED BY SEVERITY

SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

STATUS

1 SEVERITY 3TATUS I

HIGHEST GRADE COMPLETED IT OTALI SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL 210.334 144.723 65.611
RON x 100.0 68.8 31.2
COL x 100.0 100.0 100.0

NO GRADES COMPLETED 984 614 370
ROW x 100.0 62.4 37.6COL % .5 .4 .6

1-7 GRADES 8,980 6,391 2,589
ROW x 100.0 71.2 28.8
COL x 4.3 4.4 3.9

8 GRADES 8.368 5.707 2,661
RON X 100.0 68.2 31.8
COL x 4.0 3.9 4.1

9-11 GRADES 40.191 25.865 14,326
RON x 100.0 64.4 35.6
COL x 19.1 17.9 21.8

12 GRADES 81.426 53,517 27,909
RON x 100.0 65.7 34.3
COL x 38.7 37.0 42.5

13 ORADES AND OVER 36,609 25,311 11,298
RON x 100.0 69.1 30.9COL x 17.4 17.5 17.2 .1.SPECIAL EDUCATIIIN 33.776 27,318 6,458
RON x 100.0 80.9 19.1 01
COL X 16.1 18.9 9.8

STATUSISEVERITY

MEAN HIGHEST GRADE IT OTAL SEVERE INON-SEVERE

TOTAL 176,558 117,405 59,153MEAN 11.5 11.5 11.5ALL CLIENTS REPORTING 176,558 117,405 59,153MEAN 11.5 11.5 11.5



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAROET OROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 7 MARITAL STATUS BY SEVERITY STATUS

MARITAL STATUS

I SEVERITY STATUS

IT OTAL 1 SEVERE INOW.SEVEP.Ei

TOTAL
ROW %
COL %

MARRIED
ROW %
COL %

WIDOWED
ROW %
COL %

DIVORCED
ROW %
COL %

SEPARATED
ROW %
COL %

NEVER MARRIED
ROW %
COL %

209.768 144.995 64.773
100.0 69.1 30.9
100.0 100.0 100.0
58.155 40.220 18.635
100.0 68.3 31.7
28.1 27.7 28.8
8.118 6.238 1.880
100.0 76.8 23.2
3.9 4.3 2.9

30.544 19,929 10415
100.0 65.2 34.8
14.6 13.7 16.4

12.357 7.912 4,445
100.0 64.0 36.0

S. 5.5 6.9
99.894 70.696 29,198
100.0 70.8 29.2
47.6 48.8 45.1

389
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF pERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GIMP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988
TABLE 8 SPECIAL PROGRAM CODE-3 BY SEVERITY STATUS

SPECIAL pROORAM coDE-3

I

IT OTALI

T OTAL 208,538
ROW x 100.0
COL % 100.0

NOT APPIICABLE 199,633
ROW % 100.0
COL x 95.7

VETERAN 8.885
ROW x 100.0
COL x 4.S

390

SEVERITY STATUS I

I

SEVERE INON-SEVENEI

141.526 67,012
67.9 32.1
100.0 100.0

135,707 63,946
68.0 32.0
95.9 95.4
5,819 3,066
65.5 34.5
4.1 4.6

391
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED

IMRE 9 MAJOR gISABILITY SUMMARY BY SEVERITY STATUS

ISEVERITY STATUS

MAJOR DISABILITY SUMMARY IT OTAL SEVERE INON-SEVERE

TAROET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

T OTAL 217.138 148,864 68,274

ROW X 100.0 68.6 31.4

COL X 100.0 100.0 100.0

VISUAL IMPAIRMENTS 19,000 15,023 3.977

ROW x 100.0 79.1 20.9

COL X 8.8 10.1 5.8

HEARING IMnIRMENTS 19,693 14.685 5.008

ROW X 100.0 74.6 25.4

COL % 9.1 9.9 7.3

ORTHOPEDIC IMPAIRMENTS 45,341 34,989 10,352

ROW X 100.0 77.2 22.8

COL % 20.9 23.5 15.2

ABSENCE OF LIMBS 4.189 2.806 1,383

ROW % 100.0 67.0 33.0

COL x 1.9 1.9 2.0

MENTAL ILLNESS 35,732 23,820 11,912

ROW x 100.0 66.7 33.3

COL % 16.5 16.0 17.4

SUBSTANCE ABUSE 22,831 11.733 11.098

ROW X 100.0 51.4 48.6 r.
COL % 10.5 7.9 16.3 ....

MENTAL RETARDATION 29,159 23,398 5,761 en

ROW X 100.0 80.2 19.8

COL X 13.4 15.7 8.4

RESPIRATORY CONDITIONS 961 573 388

ROW % 100.0 59.6 40.4

COL x .4 .4 .6

DIGESTIVE DISORDERS 3.990 1,165 2,825

ROW % 100.0 29.2 70.8

COL x 1.8 .8 4.1

NEARt / CIRCULATORY 5 133 3,445 1,688

ROW % 140.0 67.1 32.9

COL x 2.4 2.3 2.5

GENITO-URINARY 3.293 1,185 2,108

ROW % 100.0 34.0 64.0

COL % 1.5 .8 3.1

LEARNING DISABILITIES 10.733 5,580 5,153
ROW x 100.0 52.0 48.0

COL x 4.9 3.7 7.5
ALL OTHER DISABILITIES 17,083 10,442 6,621
ROW x 100.0 61.2 38.8
COL x 7.9 7.0 9.7 0 et rs.0 0
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAROET OROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS.

TABLE 10 MAJOR DISABILITY DETAIL BY SEVERITY STATUS

SEVERITY STATUS 1

FY 1988

MAJOR DISABILITY DETAIL IT OTAL I SEVERE INON-SEIEREI

T OTAL 217.138 148.864 68.274
ROW x 100.0 68.6 31.4
COL x 100.0 100.0 100.0

BLINDNESS 9,654 9,654
ROW X 100.0 100.0 .o
COL x 4.4 6.5 .o

OTHER VISUAL IMPAIRMENTS 9,546 5,569 5,977
ROW x 100.0 57.4 42.6
COL X 4.3 5.6 5.8

DEAFNESS 7,130 7.150
ROW x 100.0 100.0 .o
COL x 3.3 4.8 .o

HARD OF HEARINO 12.563 7,555 5,008
ROW x 100.0 60.1 39.9
COL x 5.1 5.1 7.3

ORM 1 OR BOTH UPPER 5.848 2.627 3.221
ROW x 100.0 44.9 55.1
COL x 2.7 1.8 4.7

ORTHO 1 OR BOTH LOWER 15.347 8,053 5.294
ROW x
COL x

100.0
6.1

60.3 39.7
5.4 7.8 oo

1-4ORM 3+ LIMBS 5,693 5,693 rnROW % 100.0 P00.0 .o
COL X 2.6 5.8 .o

ORM 1UP OR 110 2,908 2,908
ROW x 100.0 100.0 .o
COL X 1.3 2.0 .o

OTHER ORM 17.545 15.708 1,837
ROW x 100.0 89.5 10.5
COL x 3.1 10.6 2.7

ABSENCE OF 1 OR BOTM LOWER 5.091 2,181 910
ROW x 100.0 70.6 29.4COL % 1.4 1.5 1.3

ALL OTHER ABSENCES 1.098 625 473
ROW x 100.0 56.9 43.1
COL X .5 .4 .7

PSYCHOTIC DISORDERS 10,610 9.515 1,295
ROW X 100.0 87.8 12.2COL x 4.9 6.3 1.9

PSYCHONEUROTIC DISORDERS 15.230 8.469 4,761
ROW x 100.0 64 0 56.0COL X 6.1 5.7 7.0AUTISM SO 46 4
ROW x 100.0 92.0 COOTHER MENTAL ILLNESS 11.842 5.990 5.852ROW x 100.0 50.6 49.4COL x 5.5 4.0 $.6ALCOHOLISM 15.259 8.270 6.919
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SERIES D CHARACTERISTICS Or PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY !ELECTED TARGET GROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TASLE 10 MAJOR DISABILITY DETAIL BY SEVERITY STATUS

(continued)
I SEVERITY STATUS I

MAJOR DISABILITY DETAIL IT OTAL I SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

39C

RON x
COt x

DRUG ABUSE
RON X
COL X

MENTAL RETARD MILD
ROW X
COL X

KEMAL RETARD MODERATE
ROW X
COL X

MENTAL RETARD SEVERE
ROW X
COL X

ASTHMA i HAY FEVER
ROW X
COL X

DIABETES MELLITUS
ROW 4
COL X

EPILEPSY
ROW X
COL X

HEART DISEASE
ROW X
COL X

OTHER CIRCULATOHY
ROW X
COL X

RESPIRATORY SYSTEM
ROW %
COL X

DENTAL CONDITIONS
ROW X
COL X

HERNIA
ROW X
COL X

ULCER
OW X
COL X

OTHER DIOESTIVE CORD
ROW X
COL X

END STAGE RENAL FAILURE
ROW %
COL X

OTHER OENITO-URINARY
ROW X

100.0 54.2 45.8
7.0 5.6 10.2

7.5'2 3.463 4.109
100.0 43.7 54.3

5.5 2.3 6.0
16.676 10.915 5,761
100.0 65.5 34.5

7.7 7.3 8.4
10.231 10.231
IWO 100.0 .o

4.7 6.9 .o
2.252 2.252
100.0 100.0 .0

1.0 1.5 .0

914 272 642
100.0 29.8 70.2

.4 .2 .9

2.5!2 1.223 1,299
100.0 48.5 51.5

1,2 .1 1.9
3.6117 3.094 593
100.9 83.9 16.1

1.7 2.1 .9

4.109 2.975 1.134
100.0 72.4 27.6

1.9 2.0 1.7
1.024 470 554
100.0 45.9 54.1

.5 .3 .1

961 573 388
100.0 59.6 40.4

.4 .4 .6

1.362 250 1.112
100.0 18.4 81.6

. 6 .2 1.6
983 211 765

100.0 22.2 77.8
.5 .1 1.1

145 52 93
100.0 55.9 64.1

.1 . o .1
1.500 645 855
100.0 43.0 57.0

.7 .4 1.3
416 416

100.0 100.0 .o
.2 .3 .o

2,877 769 2.108
100.0 26.7 73.3

COMPuTER SZRVICE



SERIES 04 -CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAROET OROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 196$

TABLE 10 MAJOR DISABILITY DETAIL BY SEVERITY STATUS

(COntinUed)
SEVERITY STATUS I

SEVERE (NOW-SEVERE'

I

nAJOR DISABILITY DETAIL IT 07AL I

COL X 1.3
SPEECH IMPAIRMENTS 937

RON % 100.0
COL X .4

SKIN CONDITIONS 363
ROW x 100.0
COL % .3

LEARNINO DISABILITIES 10.733
RON X 100.0
COL X 4.9

ALL OTHER CONDITIONS 8,440
RON x 100.0
COL X 3.9

3 98

. 5 3.1
614 343
64.2 33.8

.4 .3
233 330

41.4 58.6
.2 .3

5.580 5.153
52.0 48.0
3.7 7.3

3,026 3,414
39.3 40.5
3.4 5.0

0
es1
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAROET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 11 SECONDARY DIS SUMMARY BY SEVERITY STATUS

.......
I SEVERITY STATUS I

SECONDARY DIS SUMMARY IT OTAL I SEVERE INON -SEVEREI

400

T OTAL
ROW x
COL x

VISUAL IMPAIRMENTS
ROW x
COL x

NEARING IMPAIRMENTS
ROW x
COL x

ORTHOPEDIC IMPAIRMENTS
ROW x
COL X

ABSENCE OF LIMBS
ROW x
COL x

MENTAL ILLNESS
ROW X
COL x

'UBSTANCE ABUSE
ROW x
COL x

MENTAL RETARDATION
ROW X
COL x

RESPIRATORY CONDITIONS
ROW x
COL x

DIGESTIVE DISORDERS
ROW x
COL x

HEART / CIRCULATORY
ROW x
COL x

OENITO-URINARY
ROW x
COL x

LEARNING DISABILITIES
ROW x
COL X

ALL OTHER DISABILITIES
ROW X
COL x

NO SECONDARY DISABILITY
ROW x
COL Y

212.640 146.064 66,576
100.3 68.7 31.3
100.0 100.0 100.0
4.019 2.433 1.186
100.0 70.5 29.5

1.9 1.9 1.8
2.421 1,992 429
100.0 82.3 17.7

1.1 1.4 .6
11,4611 8,681 2.787
100.0 75.7 24.3

5.4 5.9 4.2
531 443 88

100.0 83.4 16.6
.2 .3 .1

19.259 14,227 5,032
100.0 73.9 26.1

9.1 9.7 7.6
9.823 6.441 3.382
100.0 63.6 34.4

4.6 4.4 5.1
4.634 3,937 697
100.0 85.0 15.0
2.2 2.7 1.0
984 734 250

100.0 74.6 25.4
.5 .5 .4

1.93! 1,216 719
100.0 62.8 37.2

.9 .11 1.1
5.652 4.335 1.317
100.0 76.7 23.3

2.7 3.0 2.0
674 492 182

100.0 73.0 27.0
.3 .3 .3

2.516 1.779 737
100.0 70.7 29,3

1.2 1.2 1.1
15,904 12,657 3,247
100.0 79.6 20.4
7.5 8.7 4.9

132.820 86.297 46,423
100.0 65.0 35.V
62.5 59.1 69.9

COMPUTER SERVICE



SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY SY SELECTED TAROET OROUP, PUTIONAl TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 12 SECONDARY DISABILITY DETAIL SY SEVERITY STATUS

I SEVERITY STATUS I

SECONDARY DISABILITY DETAIL IT 0 TAL1 SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
ROW x
COL x

BLINDNESS
ROW x
COl x

OTHER VISUAL IMPAIRMENTS
ROW x
COL x

DEAFNESS
ROW x
COL x

HARD OF HEARING
ROW x
COL x

ORTHO 1 OR BOTH UPPER
ROW x
COl x

ORTHO 1 OR BOTH LOWER
ROW x
COL x

ORIHO 3+ LIMBS
ROW x
COL x

ORTHO 1UP OR 110
ROW x
COL x

OTHER ORTHO
ROW x
COL x

ABSENCE OF 1 OR BOTH LOWER
ROW x
COl x

ALL OTHER ABSENCES
ROW x
COL x

PSYCHOTIC DISORDERS
ROW x
COL x

PSYCHONEUROTIC DISORDERS
ROW x
COL x

AUTISM
ROW x

OTHER MENTAL ILLNESS
ROW x
COL x

ALCOHOLISM

402

212.640 146,064 66.576
100.0 68.7 31.3
100.0 100.0 100.0
212 199 13

100.0 93.9 6.1
.1 .1 .0

3,807 2,634 1,173
100.0 69.2 30.8

1.8 1.8 1.8
452 421 31

100.0 93.1 6.9
.2 .3 .0

1.969 1,571 39$
100.0 79.8 20.2

.9 1.1 .6
1,807 1,354 453
100.0 74.9 25.1

.8 .9 .7
3,311 2,477 $34
100.0 74.8 25.2

1.6 1.7 1.3 (N
1,092 1,035 57 (N
100.0 94.8 5.2 en

.5 .7 .1
704 668 36

100.0 94.9 5.1
.3 .5 .1

4,554 3.147 1,407
100.0 69.1 30.9

2.1 2.2 2.1
385 321 64

100.0 83.4 16.6
.2 .2 .1

146 122 24
100.0 83.6 16.4

.1 .1 .0
1,439 1,214 225
100.0 84.4 15.6

.7 .8 .3
6,042 4,521 1,521
100.0 74.8 25.2

2.8 3.1 2.3
8 7 1

100.0 87.5 12.5
11,770 8,485 3.285
100.0 72.1 27.9
5.5 5.8 4.9

5,066 3,507 1.559

COMPUTER SERVIC
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY SY SELECTED TAROET OROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

404

TABLE 12 SECONDARY DISABILITY DETAIL BY SEVERITY STATUS

(continued)

I SEVERITY STATUS

SECONDARY DISABILITY DETAIL IT OTAL SEVERE INON-SEVERE

ROW % 100.0 69.2 30.8
COL x 2.4 2.4 2.3

DRUG ABUSE 4,757 2.934 1.823
ROW X 100.0 61.7 38.3
COL x 2.2 2.0 2.7

MENTAL RETARD MILD 3.706 3.021 687
ROW X 100.0 81.5 18.5
COL x 1.7 2.1 1.0

MENTAL RETARD MODERATE 786 779 7

ROW X 100.0 99.1 .9

COL X .4 .5 .0

MkNTAL RETARD SEVERE 140 137 3
ROW x 100.0 97.9 2.1
COL x .1 .1 .0

ASTHMA / HAY FEVER 1.022 657 365
ROW % 100.0 64.3 35.7
COL X .5 .4 .5

DIABETU MELLITUS 4,776 3.938 838
ROW x 100.0 82.5 17.5
COL x 2.2 2.7 1.3

EPILEPSY 2.419 2.193 226
ROW X 100.0 90.7 9.3
COL X 1.1 1.5 .3

HEART DISEASE 3,017 2.472 545
ROW x 100.0 81.9 18.1
COL X 1.4 1.7 .a

OTHER CIRCULATORY 2.635 1,863 772
ROW x 100.0 70.7 29.3
COL X 1.2 1.3 1.2

RESPIRATORY SYSTEM 984 734 250
ROW x 100.0 74.6 25.4
COL x .5 .5 .4

DENTAL CONDITIONS 766 413 353
ROW x 100.0 53.9 46.1
COL X .4 .3 .5

HERNIA 246 157 89
ROW X 100.0 63.8 36.2
COL x .1 .1 .1

ULCER 251 162 89
ROW x 100.0 64.5 35.5
CiL X .1 .1 .1

OTHER DIOESTIVE CORD 672 484 188
ROW X 100.0 72.0 28.0
COL x

END STAOE RENAL FAILURE
.3
68

.3
63

. .3
5

ROW X 100.0 92.6 7.4
OTHER GENITO-URINARY 606 429 177
ROW x 100.0 70.8 29.2
COL X .3 .3 .3

re)

re)
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SERIES 104 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TiBLE 12 SECONDARY DISABILITY DETAIL BY SEVER:TY STATUS
(continued)

1 SEVERITY STATUS I

SECONDARY DISABILITY DETAIL IT OTAL I SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

SPEECH IMPAIRWATS 1.561 1.354 207
RON X 100.0 46.7 13.3
COL x .7 .9 .3

SKIN CONDiTIONS 391 279 112
ROW X 100.0 71.4 28.6
COL X .2 .2 .2

LEARNING DISABILITIES 2.516 1.779 737
ROM X 100.0 70.7 29.3
COL X 1.2 1.2 1.1

ALL OTHER CONDITIONS 5.735 4.236 1.499
ROW X 100.0 73.9 26.1
COL X 2.7 2.9 2.3

NO SECONDARY DISABILITY 132.820 86.297 46.523
RON X 100.0 65.0 35.0
COL X 62.5 59.1 69.9

406
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SERIES Di CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED,

TABLE 13 HEARING IMPAIRMENTS BY SEVERITY

SUMMARY BY SELECTED

STATUS

STA:US

TAROET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

HEARIN() IMPAIRMENTS IT OTAL

ISEVERITY

SEVERE INON-SEVERE

T OTAL 19.693 14.685 5.008
ROW x 100.0 74.6 25.4
COL x 100.0 140.0 100.0

DEAFNESS PRE-LINGUAL 5.673 5.673
ROW x 100.0 100.0 .0
COL x 28.8 38.6 .0

DEAFNESS PRE-VOCATIONAL 862 862
ROW x 100.0 100.0 .0

COL x 4.4 5.9 .0

DEAFNESS POST-VOCATIONAL 595 595
ROW x 100.0 100.0 0

COL x 3.0 4.1 .0
OTHER REARING PRE-LINOUAL 3,287 2.309 978
ROW x 100.0 70.2 29.3
COL x 16.7 15.7 19.5

OTHER HEARING PRE-VOC 2.415 1.416 999
ROW x 100.0 58.6 41.4
COL x 12.3 9.6 19.9

OTHER NEARING POST-VOC 6.861 3.830 3.031
RON x 100.0 55.8 44.2
COL x 34.8 26.1 60.5

tv)
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SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET OROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TAKE 14 BRAIN INJUREL BY SEVERITY STATUS

SRAIN INJURED

I

IT OTALI

T OTAL 209.648
ROw x 10.0
COL x 100.0

NOT APPLICAILE 288.015
ROW x 100.0
COL x 99.3

BRAIN INJURED 1.563
ROw % 100.8
COL x .7

4 1 0

SEVERITY STATUS I

SEVERE INON-SEVERE1

144.726 64.922
69.0 31.0
108.0 100.8

145.522 64,763
68.9 31.1
99.0 99.8
1.404 159
89.8 10.2
1.0 .2

4 11-
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAROET OROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 15 CAUSES - ORTN INPAIRMENT BY SEVERITY STATUS

CAUSES - ORTH IMPAIRMENT

I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTAL I SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
RON X
COL X

MTH - CEREBRAL PALSY
ROW X
COL X

ORTN - OTHER CONOENITAL
RON X
COL X

MTH - ARTH I RHEUMATISM
ROM %
COL X

MTH ... STROKE
RON X
COL %

ORTH - POLIOMYELITIS
ROM X
COL X

ORTH - MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY
ROW X
COL X

ORD. - MULTIPLE SCLEROSIS
RON X
COL X

MTH - PARKINSON DISEASE
RON X
COL X

ORTH - ALL OTHER DISEASE
ROW X
COL X

ORTH - SPINAL CORD INJURIES
RON X
COL X

ORTH - ALL OTHER ACCIDENTS
RON X
COL X

412

45.341 34.981 10,352
100.0 77.2 22.8
100.0 100.0 100.0
2.268 2.123 145
100.0 93.6 6.4

5.0 6.1 1.4
3.634 2.066 1.568
100.0 36.9 43.1
8.0 5.9 13.1

3,381 2,27 1,034
100.0 r0.6 29.41
7.9 7.2 10.2

1,43t 1,378 60
100.0 93.8 4.2

3.2 3.9 .6

1.331 1.050 281
100.0 78.9 21.1
2.9 3.0 2.7
415 412 3

100.0 99.3 .7
.9 1.2 .0 N.

1.042
100.0

1.042
100.0 .0

erl

2.3 3.0 .0
40 40

100.0 100.0 .0
.1 .1 .0

3.672 2,289 1.383
100.0 62.3 37.7

8.1 6.5 13.4
4.946 4,893 51
100.0 99.0 1.0
10.9 14.0 .5

22,974 17,167 5,807
100.0 74.7 25.3
50.7 49.1 56.1

413

COMPUTER SERVICE



SERIES 84 CNARACTERMICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 19811

TABLE 16 CAUSES OF AMPUTATION BY SEVERITY STATUS

1 SEVERITY STATUS I

CAUSES OF AMPUTATION IT OTAL i SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
ROW %
COL x

AMPUT - MALIGNANT NEOPLASM
ROW x
COL x

AMPUT - ALL OTHER DISEASES
ROW x
COL x

AMPUT - CONGENITAL CORDS
ROW x
COL x

AMPUT - ACCIDENTS 8 INJURY
ROW x
COL x

414

4,189 2,806 1,383
100.0 67.0 33.0
100.0 140.0 100.0

227 171 56
100.0 75.3 24.7

5.4 6.1 4.0
835 713 122

100.0 85.4 14.6
19.9 25.4 8.8
358 207 151

100.0 57.8 42.2
8.5 7.4 10.9

2,769 1,715 1,054
100.0 61.9 38.1
66.1 61.1 76.2

415
COMPUTER SERVICE



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY $Y SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TARE 17 WORK STATUS AT APPLICATION BY SEVERITY STATUS

SEVERITY STATUS I

WORK STATUS AT APPLICATION IT OTAL SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
ROM X
COL X

COMPETITIVE LABOR MARKET
ROW X
COL X

SHELTERED WORKSHOP
ROW X
COL X

SELF EMPLOYED
ROW X
COL X

STATE AOENCY MANAOED
ROW X
COL X

HOMEMAKER
ROW X
COL X

~AID FAMILY WORKER
ROW X
COL X

STUDENT NOT WORKINO
ROW X
COL X

OTHER NOT WORKING
ROW X
COL X

TRAINEE NOT WORKING
ROW X
COL X

4.10

Z17.480 149.235 68.245
100.0 68.6 31.4
100.0 100.0 100.0
36.549 21.175 15.374
100.0 37 9 42.1
16.3 14.2 22.5

3.523 3.275 248
100.0 93.0 7.0

1.6 2.2 .4
1.475 974 501
100.0 66.0 34.0

.7 .7 .7

120 101 19
100.0 84.2 15.8

. 1 .1 .0

8.675 6.846 1.829
100.0 78.9 21.1

4.0 4.6 2.7
370 266 104

190.0 71.9 28.1
.2 .2 .2

27.685 18.834 8.851
100.0 68.0 32.0
12.7 12.6 13.0

135.499 95.026 40.473
100.0 70.1 29.9
62.3 63.7 59.3
3.584 2.738 846
100.0 76.4 23.6

1.6 1.8 1.2

41.7

COMPUTER SERVICE



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 18 WEEKLY EARNINGS AT APP BY SEVERITY STATUS

WEEKLY EARNINGS AT APP

TOTAL
ROW X
COL X

NO EARNINGS
ROW X
COL X

81 - 899
ROW X
COL X

8100 8199
ROW X
COL X

8200 I OVER
ROW X
COL X

I

IT OTAL I

SEVERITY STATUS I

SEVERE INONSEVEREI

210.186 144.465 65.721
100.0 68.7 31.3
100.0 100.0 100.0

168,572 118.814 49,758
100.0 70.5 29.5
80.2 82.2 75.7

14,498 9.63.. 40864
100.0 66.1 33.5
6.9 6.7 7.4

14,513 $.199 4.314
100.0 56.5 *N.5
6.9 5.7 9.6

12.603 70818 4,785
100.0 62.0 38.0
6.0 5.4 7.3

a

SEVERITY STATUS

MEAN EARNIWS AT APPLICATION IT OTAL I SEVERE 1001MEVEREI

T OTAL
MEAN

NUMBEk REPORTINO EARNINGS
MEAN

210,186 144.465 65.721
32.6 28.8 40.8

210.186 144,465 65,721
32.6 21.8 40.8

SEVERITY STATUS I

MEAN EARNINGS AT APPLICATION IT OTAL I SEVERE INOWIEVEREI

T OTAL 41,614 250651 15.963
MEAN 164.4 162.3 167.8

NUMB REPORTING 01+ EARNINOS 41,614 25.651 15.963
MEAN 164.4 162.3 167.8

4 4 S esit:$



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY DY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 19es

TABLE 19 HOURS WORKED AT APPLIC DY SEVERITY STATUS

HOURS WORKED AT APPLIC

SEVERITY STATUS

IT OTAL SEVERE INON -SEVERE

T OTAL
ROW x
COL X

DID NOT WORK
RON x
COL x

01 - 19 HOURS
ROW x
COL x

20 - 34 HOURS
RON x
COL X

35 - 44 HOURS
ROW x
COL x

45 HOURS OR MORE
RON X
COL X

MEAN HOURS AT APPLICATION

173.033 117,252 55,781
100.0 67.8 32.2
100.0 100.0 100.0

143,091 99,144 43,947
100.0 69.3 30.7
82.7 84.. 741.8

4,051 2,475 1.376
100.0 61.1 38.9
2.3 2.1 2.8

8,892 5,533 3,359
100.0 62.2 37.8

5.1 4.7 6.0
16,227 9,679 6,548
100.0 59.6 40.4
9.4 8.3 11.7
772 471 351

100.0 54.5 45.5
.4 .4 .6

1 SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTALI SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
MEAN

NUMBER REPORTING HOURS
MEAN

173,033 117,252 55,781
5.5 4.9 6.8

173,033 117,232 55,781
5.5 4.9 6.8

1 SEVERITY STATUS I

MEAN HOURS AT APPLICATION IT OTAL SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
MEAN

NUMBER REPORTING 1+ HOURS
420 MEAN

29,942 18,108 11,834
31.7 31.5 32.1

29,942 18,108 11,834
31.7 31.5 32.1

re)
re)



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY DY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1900

TABLE 20 HOURLY RATE AT APPLICATION SY SEVERITY STATUS

HOURLY RATE AT APPLICATION

T OTAL
ROW X
COL X

DID NOT NORK
ROW X
COL X

UNDER $1 PER HOUR
RON X
COL X

01 . 01.99
RON X
COL X

02 - 42.44
RON X
COL X

$3 .... 43.99
RON X
COL X

i4 ... 44.99
now x
COL X

45 - 45.99
RON X
COL X

06 -. 66.4141

RON X
COL X

47.
RON X
COL X

422

IT OTAL

SEVERITY STATUS

SEVERE INN -SEVERE,

172.962 117.205 55.757
100.0 67.8 32.2
100.0 100.0 100.0

143.091 99.144 43.947
100.0 69.3 30.7
42.7 04.6 78.0
996 113 113

100.0 1111.7 11.3
.6 .11 .2

1.552 1.167 305
100.0 75.2 24.11A 1.0 .7
2.937 1.754 1.1111
100.0 59.8 40.2

1.7 1.5 2.1
7.655 4,246 3.409
100.0 55.5 44.5
4.4 3.6 6.1

4.553 2.643 1.910
100.0 51.0 42.0
2.6 2.3 3.4 Cs1

4.182 2.442 1,740
100.0 511.4 41.6

2.4 2.1 3.1
2.396 1.419 977
100.0 59.2 40.6

1.4 1.2 1.1
5.600 3,505 2.095
100.0 62.6 37.4

3.2 3.0 3.1

423 ComplITEN sklivIcE



SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY SY SELECTED TAROET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1900

TABLE 21 MEAN NAGE RATE AT APP BY SEVERITY STATUS

SEVERITY STATUS I

MEAN NAGE RATE AT APP 'Ai SEVERE INONSE$EREi

TOTAL
MEAN

ALL MOE RATES INCL. ZERO
MEAN

172,959 117,204 55,755
. 9 .0 1.1

172,959 117,204 35.755
.9 .1 1.1

I SEVERITY STATUS I

MEAN NAOE RATE AT APP IT ATAL SEVERE INONSEVEREi

T OTAL 29.060
MEAN 5.0

THOSE NNOSE HOURLY RATE 0 29460
MEAN 5.0

WAGES VS MINIMUM NAOE APP

10.060 11,001
S.9 4.

10,1160 11,001
9.0 4.9

I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTAL I SEVERE INONSEVEREI
Ce)
Ce)

TOTAL 29.06$ 10460 11,001
Ce)

ROW X 100.0 60.5 39.5
COL X 100.0 100.0 100.$

DELON MINIMUM NAGE RATE 80341 5.360 2.973
ROW X 100.0 64.4 35.6
COL X 27.9 29.7 25.2

AT OR ABOVE MINIMUM $3.35 21,527 120692 0.035
ROW X 100.9 59.0 41.0
COL X 72.1 70.3 74.0

424 425



SERIES 54 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS RENASILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET CROUP, NA7IONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 22 PRIMARY SOURCE OF SUPPORT SY SEVERITY STATUS

I SEVERITY STATUS 1

PRIMARY SOURCE OF SUPPORT IT OTAL 1 SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL 217.448 149,091 68,337
ROW x 100.0 68.6 31.4
COL X 100.0 100.0 100.0

CURRENT EARNINGS 38,316 22.724 15,592
ROW x 100.0 59.3 40.7
COL x 17.6 15.2 22.8

FAMILY 6 FRIENDS 101.837 66.346 35,471
ROW X 100.0 65.2 34.8
COL x 46.8 44.5 51.9

PRIVATE RELIEF AGENCY '77 522 235
ROW x 100.0 67.2 32.8
COL X .4 .4 .4

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE 31.882 25,174 6,708
ROW z 100.0 79.0 21.0
COL x 14.7 16.9 9.8

PUBLIC INSTITUTION 5.953 3,632 2,321
ROW x 100.0 61.0 39.0
COL X 2.7 2.4 3.4

WORKER'S COMPENSATION 5.071 3.994 1.077
ROW X 100.0 78.8 21.2
COI X

SSDI BENEFITS
2.3

10,483
2.7

10,482
1.6

1
....1

en
RON X 100.0 100.0 .o In
COL X 4.1 7.0 .0

OTHER PUBL::, woRCES 12,026 8.614 3.412
ROW x 100.0 71.6 28.4
COL % 5.5 5.8 5.0

ALL OTHER SOURCES 11,103 7,383 3,520
ROW % 100.0 68.3 31.7
COL X 5.1 5.1 5.1

42.0

427
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SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS RENASILITATED.

TABIF 23 PUBLIC ASSISTANCE DURING HR SY SEVERITY

SUMMARY BY SELECTED

STATUS

STATUS

TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS. Ff li$$

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE DURING VR IT OTAL
ISEVERITY

SEVERE INON-SEVERE

TOTAL 711.145 149.546 61.599
ROW % 100.0 61.6 31.4
COL X 100.0 100.0 100.0

NOT ON PA DURINO VI 176.779 114.144 61.935
ROW X 100.0 65.0 35.0
COL $1.0 76.1 90.3

ON PA DURING VI 41.366 54.702 6.664
ROW x 100.0 $3.9 16.1
COL X 19.0 23.2 9.7

423

0')
tv)
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SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TARE 24 SSI AGED ASSISTANCE BY SEVERITY STATUS

I SEVERITY STATUS I

SSI AGED ASSISTANCE IT 0 1 AL1 SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
ROW X
COL X

NO SUPPORT RECEIVED
ROW X
COL X

SUPPORT RECEIVED
ROW X
COL X

4 30

217.560 148,993 68,567
100.0 68.5 31.5
100.0 100.0 100.0

215.907 147.645 68,262
100.0 68.4 31.6
99.2 99.1 99.6
1.653 1.348 305
100.0 81.5 18.5

.8 .9 .4

43
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 25 SSI BLIND ASSISTANCE SY SEVERITY STATUS

1 SEVERITY :TATUS I

INON-SEVEREISSI BLIND ASSISTANCE IT OTAL I SEVERE

T 0 T A ! 217.099 148.684
ROW X 100.0 68.5
COL X 100.0 100.0

NO SUPPORT RECEIVED 214.293 145.878
ROW X 100.0 68.1
COL X 98.7 98.1

SUPPORT RECEIVED 2.806 2.806
ROW X 100.0 100.0
COL X 1.3 1.9

68.415
31.5
100.0

68.415
31.9

100.0

.0

.0

N.
fel
fel

432 423
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SERIES 114 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED.

TABLE 26 SSI DISABLED ASSISTANCE BY SEVERITY

SSI DISABLED ASSISTANCE !TOTAL

SUMMARY

STATUS

BY SELECTED

STATUS I

TARGET OROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

.41110040M...
1......SEVERITY

SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL

Nmdlli00.MM
217.284 148.837 68.447

RON X 100.0 68.5 31.5
COL X 100.0 100.0 100.0

NO SUPPORT RECEIVED 136473 127.628 6C447
RON X 100.0 63.1 34.9
COL X 98.2 85.8 180.8

SUPPORT RECEIVED 21.289 21.289
RON X 100.0 100.0 .0
COL X 'A 14.2 .0

4-34

CIO

4-35
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SERIES 04 CNARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED.

TABLE 27 AFDC ASSISTANCE BY SEVERITY

SUMMARY

STATUS

BY SELECTED TAROET OROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1888

STATUS

AFDC ASSISTANCE IT OTAL

ISEVERITY

SEVERE INON-SEVERE

TOTAL 217.568 148.993 68.567
ROW x 188.8 68.5 31.5
COL x 188.8 188.8 108.8

NO SUPPORT RECEIVED 287.489 142,41' 65.077
RON x 108.8 68.6 31.4
COL x 85,4 95.6 84.8

SUPPORT RECEIVED 18.871 6481 3.498
ROW x 188.0 65.3 34.7
COL x 4.6 4.4 5.1

436 437
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SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARaT GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TAILE 20 GENERAL ASSISTANCE BY SEVERITY STATUS.. .........
I SEVERITY STATUS I

GENERAL ASSISTANCE IT OTALI SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

TOTAL
ROW x
COL x

NO SUPPORT RECEIVED
ROW x
COL X

SUPPORT RECEIVED
ROW x
COL X

438

217.560 148.993 68.567
100.0 64.5 31.5
100.0 100.0 100.0

208.568 142.962 65.606
100.0 68.5 31.5
95.9 96.0 93.7

8.992 6.031 2.961
100.0 67.1 32.9
4.1 4.0 4.3

0

4.39
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SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAROET OROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 29 SSDI BY SEVERITY STATUS

SSDI

T OTAL
ROW X
COL X

NO SUPPORT RECEIVED
ROW X
COL %

SUPPORT RECEIVED
ROW X
COL X

440

IT OTAL

......
STATUS

!NON-SEVERE'

1

m.
SEVERITY

I SEVERE

218.145 149.546 68.599
100.0 68.6 31.4
100.0 180.0 180.0

201.994 133.395 68.599
100.0 66.0 34.0
92.6 89.2 100.0

16.151 16.151
100.0 100.0 .o
7.4 10.8 .o

441
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAROET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 30 VETERAN'S DISAB SUPPORT BY SEVERITY STATUS

VETERAN'S DISAB SUPPORT

I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTALI SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

7 OTAL
RON x
COL x

NO SUPPORT RECEIVED
RON x
COL x

SUPPORT RECEIVED
RON X
COL x

442

181,640 123,670 33,970
100.0 69.2 30.8
100.0 100.0 10.0

180,503 124,795 55,708
100.0 69.1 30.9
99.4 99.3 99.3

1,137 073 262
100.0 77.0 23.0

.6 .7 .5

CSIT
tel

443
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SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY SY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 31 OTHER DISABILITY SUPPORT BY SEVERITY STATUS

I SEVERITY STATUS I

OTHER DISABILITY SUPPORT IT OTAL I SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
ROw x
COL x

NO SUPPORT RECEIVED
RON z
COL x

SUPPORT RECEIVED
RON x
COL x

444

MININO

191.183 132.400 58.7413
100.0 69.3 30.7
100.0 100.0 100.0

117.509 129,535 57E974
100.0 69.1 30.9
98.1 97.1 91.6
3.674 P,S65 $09
100.0 78.0 22.0

1.9 2.2 1.4

445
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS RENABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAROET OROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 32 OTHER PUBLIC SUPPORT 'Y SEVERITY STATUS

I SEVERITY STATUS I

OTHER PUBLIC SUPPORT IT OTAL I SEVERE INOWIEVEREI

TOTAL
ROW X
COL X

NO SUPPORT RECEIVED
ROM X
COL X

SUPPORT RECEIVED
ROW X
COL X

446

183.942 127.223 36.719
100.0 69.2 30.8
100.0 100.0 100.0

176.796 122.303 34.493
100.0 69.2 30.4
96.1 96.1 96.1

7.146 4.920 2.226
100.0 68.8 31.2

3.9 3.9 3.9

447
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SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY SY SELECTED TAROET OROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 33 TYPE OF INSTITUTION BY SEVERITY STATUS

000
I SEVERITY STATUS I

TYPE OF INSTITUTION IT OTAL I SEVERE INON-SEVERE1

T OTAL
ROW x
COL x

N OT IN INSTITUTION
ROW x
COL x

P UBLIC MENTAL HOSPITAL
ROW x
COL X

PRIVATE MENTAL HOSPITAL
ROW X
COL x

PSYCHIATRIC INPATIENT
ROW x
COL X

COMM MENTAL HEALTH CENTER
ROM x
COL X

PUS INST MENTAL RETARDED
ROW X
COL x

PRIV INST MENTAL RETARDED
RON X
COL x

ALCOHOLISM TRMT CENTER
ROW x
COL X

DRUG ABUSE TRMT CENTER
ROW x
COL x

INSTITUTION FOR THE BLIND
ROW x
COL x

INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF
ROW x
COL x

OENERAL HOSPITAL
ROW x
COL x

FACIL FOR CHRONIC ILLNESS
ROW x
COL X

INSTITUTION FOR THE AOED
ROW x

448 HALFWAY HOUSE
ROW x
COL x

CORRECT INSTIT ADULT

217,903 149,41, 68,484
100.3 68.6 31.4
)40.0 100.0 100.1

1.4.153 135.314 62,839
100.0 68.3 31.7
90.9 90.6 91.8
1.683 1.449 234
100.0 86.1 13.9

.8 1.0 .3
428 328 100

108.0 76.6 23.4
.2 .2 .1

346 211 58
100.0 83.2 16.8

.2 .2 .1
378 319 59

100.0 84.4 15.6
.2 .2 .1

393 376 17
100.0 95.7 4.3

.2 .3 .0
249 236 13

100.0 $4.8 5.2
.1 .2 .0

2,725 1.837 888
100.0 67.4 32.6

1.3 1.2 1.3
1,264 665 599
100.0 52.6 47.4

.6 .4 .9
114 105 9

100.0 92.1 7.9
.1 .1 .o

546 527 19
100.0 $6.5 3.5

.3 .4 .0
1.090 930 160
100.0 85.3 14.7

.5 .6 .2
733 680 75

100.0 90.1 9.9
.3 .5 .1
69 65 . 4

100.0 94.2 5.8
4,059 2.635 1.424
100.0 64 9 35.1

1.9 1.8 2.1
2,352 1.006 1,346

COMPUTER SERVIC



SERIES 04 CNARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUNNARY BY SELECTr, TAROET GROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1,041

TABLE 33 TYPE OF INSTITUTION BY SEVERITY STATUS

(continued) ,.......................--
I SEVERITY STATUS I

fYPE OF INSTITUTION IT OTAL I SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

ROW x 100.0 42.0 57.2
COL x 1.1 7 2 0

CORRECT INSTIT JUVENILE 3,4 263 131ROW x 100.0 66.a 33.2
COL x .2 .2 .2

OTHER INSTITUTION 2,005 2.396 SOO
ROW x 100.0 62.5 17.5
COL x 1.3 1.6 .7

4-.TJ

COMPUTER SERVICE
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS RENABIlITATED. SUMMARY PT SELECTED TAROET GROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 19Si

TABLE 34 MIGRANT AMC WORKERS SY Sc.:ERITY STATUS

MIGRANT AORIC WORKERS

T OTAl
ROW X
COL X

NOT APPLICABLE
ROW X
COL X

MIGRATORY AORIC WORKERS
ROW X
COL X

452

I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTAl i SEVERE INON -SEVERE'

209.64S 144.726 64.922
100.0 69.0 31.0
100.0 100.0 100.0

201.937 144.307 64,630
100.1 69.1 30.9
91.7 997 99.6
711 419 292

100.0 3E9 41.1
.3 .3 .4

fT
te)

453

COMPUTER SERVICE



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 35 REFERRAL SOURCES SUMMARY BY SEVERITY STATUS

REFERRAL SOURCES SUMMARY

I SEVERITY STATUS I

I

IT OTAL I SEVERE INO*.SEVEREI

T OTAL
ROW X
COL X

tDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS
ROW X
COL X

HOSPITAL AND SANATORIUMS
ROW X
COL X

HEALTH ORGANIZATIONS
ROW X
COL X

WELFARE AOENCY
ROW X
COL X

OTHER PUBLIC 0g0
ROW X
COL X

OTHER PRIVATE ORO
ROW x
COL X

SELF REFERRED PERSON
ROW X
COL x

PHYSICIAN
ROW X
COL X

OTHER INDIVIDUAL
ROW X
COL x

454

217,540 149,273 68.267
100.0 68.6 31.4
140.0 100.0 100.0

33.819 23,185 10.634
100.0 66.6 31.4
15.5 15.5 15.6

15,622 11.558 4,064
100.0 ;4.0 26.0

7.2 :.7 6.0
26.916 19,954 6.962
100.0 74.1 25.9
12.4 13.4 10.2

6,797 4,443 2.354
100.0 65.4 34.6

3.1 3.0 3.4
29.236 19.473 9,763
100.0 66.6 33.4
13.4 13.0 14.3

10,364 7.215 3,149
100.0 69.6 30.4
4.8 4.8 4.6

c050.647 35.395 15.252 .1100.0 69.9 30.1 en
23.3 23.7 22.3

17.140 10.225 6.915
100.0 59.7 40.3
1.9 6.8 10.1

26.999 17,825 9,174
11 1.0 66.0 34.0
12.4 11.9 13.4

455 COMPUTER SERVICE



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET OROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 36 DETAILED REFERRAL SOURCES BY SEVERITY STATUS

DETAILED PFFERRAL SOURCES

I SEVERITY STATUS I)

IT OTAL I SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
ROw %
COL x

COLLEGE OR UNIVERSITY
ROW x
COL %

VOCATIONAL SCHOOL
ROW %
COL %

ELEMENTARY OR HIGH SCHOOL
ROW X
COL X

SCHOOL FOR HANDICAPPED
ROW X
COL x

OTHER EDUCATIONAL INST
ROW X
COL X

MENTAL HOSPITAL
ROW x
COL x

DINER CHRONIC COND HOSP
ROW X
COL X

GENERAL HOSPITAL
ROW %
COL X

OTHER HOSPITAL OR CLINIC
ROW X
COL x

REHABILITATION FACILITY
ROW X
COL x

COMM MENTAL HEALTH CENTER
ROW X
COL x

STATE CRIPPLED CHILD AOY
ROW X
COL X

OTHER PUB HEALTH DEPT
ROW X
COL X

OTHER PRIVATE HEALTH ORO
ROW X

4
v COL x

5 0 PUBLIC WELFARE AGENCY
ROW X
COL X

217,540 149,273 65,267
100.0 68.6 31.4
100.0 100.0 100.0
2.204 1,343 861
100.0 60.9 39.1

1.0 .9 1.3
2.616 1,615 1,001
100.0 61.7 38.3

1.2 1.1 1.5
24.159 16,079 8,080
100.0 66.6 33.4
11.1 10.8 11.8

3,018 2.'17 401
100.0 86.7 13.3

1.4 1.8 .6

1,822 1,531 291
100.0 84.0 16.0

.1 1.0 .4

2.976 2,457 519
100 52.6 17.4

1..41 1.6 .8
2.208 1,614 594
100.0 73.1 26.9

1.0 1.1 .9

7,720 5,583 2.137
100.0 72.3 27.7

3.5 3.7 3.1
2,718 1,904 844
100.0 70.1 29.9

1.2 1.3 1.2
9,369 6.832 2,537
100.0 72.9 27.1
4.3 4.6 3.7

10,121 7,616 2.505
100.0 75.2 24.8

4.7 5.1 3.7
195 144 51

100.0 73.8 26.2
.1 .1 .1

3,697 2,713 984
100.0 73.4 26.6

1.7 1.8 1.4
3,534 2,649 885
100.0 75.0 25.0

1.6 1.8 1.3
6,540 4,268 2,272
100.0 65.3 34.7

3.0 2.9 3.3 457
COMPUTER SERVICE



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 36 DETAILED REFERRAL SOURCES BY SEVERITY STATUS

(continued)

DETAILED REFERRAL SOURCES

PRIVATE WELFARE AOENCY
ROW X
COL %

SOC SEC DISAS DETERM UNIT
ROW x
COL %

SOC SEUIRITY DIST OFFICE
ROW X
COL :

WORKERS COMPEN AGENCY
ROW x
COL X

STATE EMPLOYMENT SERVICE
ROW x
COL x

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM
ROW X

STATE VOC REHAB AOENCY
ROW x
COL x

CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTIIN
ROW X
COL x

OTHER PUBLIC OROANIZATION
ROW x
COL x

ARTIFICIAL APPLIANCE CO
ROW x
COL X

PRIVATE EMPLOYER
ROW X
COL x

OTHER PRIVATE ORO
ROW x
COL %

SELF REFERRED
AOW z
COL x

PHYSICIAN
ROW x
COL X

OTHER INDIVIDUAL
ROW x
COL x

e 45S

I SEVERITY STATUS 1

IT OTALI SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

257 175 82
100.0 68.1 31.9

.1 .1 .1
3,208 2,795 413
100.0 87.1 12.9

1.5 1.9 .6
1,044 856 188
100.0 82.0 18.0

.5 .6 .3
2,345 1,807 538
100.0 77.1 22.9

1.1 1.2 .8
5,447 3,489 1958,

100.0 64.1 35.9
2.5 2.3 2.9
86 sa 28

100.0 67.4 32.6
2,048 1,660 388
100.0 81.1 18.9

.9 1.1 .6
6,466 2,673 3,793
100.0 41.3 58.7

3.0 1.8 5.6 o
ul8,592 6,135 2,457 re)

100.0 71.4 28.6
3.9 4.1 3.6

3,091 2,051 1,040
100.0 66.4 33.6

1.4 1.4 1.5
1,374 818 556
100.0 59.5 40.5

.6 .5 .8
5,899 4,346 1,553
100.0 73.7 26.3

2.7 2.9 2.3
50,647 35.395 15,252
100.0 69.9 30.1
23.3 23.7 22.3

17,140 10,225 6,915
100.0 59.7 40.3

7.9 6.8 10.1
26,999 17,825 9,174
100.0 66.0 34.0
12.4 11.9 13.4

115(1/41

COMPUTER SERVICE



SERIES Di CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS RENADILITATED. SUMMARY DY SELECTED TARGET GROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 37 PREVIOUS CLOSURE BY SEVERITY STATUS

PREVIOUS CLOSURE

I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTAL i SEVERE 1808-SEVERE'

TOTAL
ROW X
COL X

NO PREV CLO WITHIN 36 MO
ROW X
COL X

PREY CLOSED - REHAB
ROW X
COL X

PREV CLOSED - NOT RFNAD
ROW X
COL X

460

213.422 146475 67.247
100.0 68.5 31.5
100.0 100.0 100.0

195.940 132.580 63.360
100.0 67.7 32.3
91.8 90.7 94.2

12.388 9.541 2.847
100.0 77.0 23.0
5.1 6.5 4.2

5.094 4.054 1.040
100.0 79.6 20.4
2.4 2.8 1.5

461.

COMPUTER SERVIC:



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NAIINAL TOTALS, FY 1984

TABLE 38 CASE SERVICE COST-TOTAL BY SEVERITY STATUS

CASE SERVICE COST-TOTAL

I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTALI SEVERE INON-SEVERE1

T OTAL
RON X
COL X

NO COST
RON X
COL X

$1 - $99
RON X
COL X

0100 - $299
ROW X
COL X

$300 - 0399
RON X
COL X

$600 - $999
RON X
COL X

$1,000 - $1.999
ROW X
COL X

$2.000 - $2,999
ROW X
COL X

$3.000 $3,999
ROW X
COL X

$4,000 - 04,999
RON X
COL X

05,000 AND OVER
RON X
COL X

I SEVERITY STATUS I

MEAN COST ALL CLIENTS IT OTAL I SEVERE INOW.SEVEREI

212.601 145,498 67,103
100.0 68.4 31.6
100.0 100.0 100.0

10.513 7,574 2,939
100.0 72.0 28.0

4.9 5.2 4.4
20.094 13.492 6,602
100.0 67.1 32.9
9.5 9.3 9.8

28,905 18.269 10,636
100.0 63.2 36.8
13.6 12.6 15.9

28,933 18.675 10,258
100.0 64.5 35.5
03.6 12.8 15.3

27.422 18,081 9,341
100.0 65.9 34.1
12.9 12.4 13.9

35.743 24,211 11,532
100.0 67.7 32.3
16.8 16.6 17.2

21,479 14,836 6,643
100.0 69.1 30.9
10.1 10.2 9.9

13.219
100.0

90564
72.4

3,655
27.6 csi

ul6.2 6.6 5.4 cn7.882 5,848 2,034
100.0 74.2 25.8

3.7 4.0 3.0
18.411 14.948 3,463
100.0 11.2 11.1

8.7 10.3 5.2

T OTAL
MEAN

ALL CLIENTS REPORTING
MEAN

MEAN COST 01 OR MORE

212.601 145,498 67,103
1,916.6 2.132.6 1.448.1
212,601 145047S 67.103
1.916.6 2.132.6 1.448.1

OWaPitomMumNIMMIMIWW.011110.
I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTAL 1 SEVERE Imow-semmi

T OTAL
MEAN

NUMBER REPORTING $14 COSTS
462 MEAN

202f088 1370924 64.164
2,016.3 2,249.7 1.514.4
202.088 137,924 64,164
2.016.3 2.249.7 1.514.4

46 3



Table 39

TYPES OF SERVICES PROVIDED TO SEVERELY AND NON-SEVERELY DISABLED PERSONS

TYPES OF SERVICES
PROVIDED OR ARRANGED
FOR BY AGENCY

REHABILITATED BY STATE VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION AGENCIES,
FISCAL YEAR 1988

SEVERELY DISABLED NON-SEVERELY DISABLED

NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT

x SEVERELY DISABLED

PERCENT

NUMBER REPORTING 145,597 100.00 65,696 100.00 68.90

DIAGNOSIS & EVALUATION 137,145 94.19 62.189 94.66 68.80

RESTORATION (MEDICAL) 59,397 40.79 26,204 39.88 69.38

TRAINING OF ANY KIND 83,384 57.27 30,181 45.94 73.42

COLLEGE /UNIVERSITY 15,898 10.91 8,181 12.45 66.02

BUSINESS/VOCATIONAL SCH 19,618 13.47 9,464 14.40 67.45

ON THE JOB TRAINING 16,459 11.30 4,933 7.50 76.93
rn

PERSONAL/VOCATIONAL ADJ 37,595 25.82 8,550 13.01 81.47 Ir
rn

MISCELLANEOUS TRAINING 23,653 16.24 6,979 10.62 77.21

MAINTENANCE 33,369 22.91 14,322 21.80 69.96

JOB PLACEMENT 49,066 38.26 * 18,659 32.37 * 72.44

TRANSPORTATION 44,794 34.70 ** 19,554 33.87 ** 69.61

OTHER CLIENT SERVICES 39,189 26.91 16,399 24.96 70.49

If PERCENTS BASED ON 128,216 SEVERELY DISABLED AND 57,276 NON-SEVERELY DISABLED PERSONS FOR WHOM THE

ITEM ON JOB PLACEMENT WAS REPORTED.

MN PERCENTS BASED ON 129,071 SEVERELY DISABLED AND 57,725 NON-SEVERELY DISABLED PERSONS FOR WHOM THE

ITEM ON TRANSPORTATION NAS REPORTED.

464 465



SERIES 04 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY DY SELECTED TARGET OROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1,88

TABLE 40 REHABILITATION FACILITY BY SEVERITY STA OS

REHABILITATION FACILITY

T OTAL
ROW X
COL x

DID NOT FURL'S!' SERVICES
ROW x
COL X

PUBLIC SOURCE
ROW X
COL X

PRIVATE SOURCE
ROW X
COL X

PUBLIC i PRIVATE SOURCE
ROW X
COL X

4GC

SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTAL SEVERE IOW-SEVERE'

181,267 125.5D1 55.076
100.0 69.2 30.8
100.0 100.0 100.8

1211.79t 84.313 44.480
100.0 65.5 34.5
71.1

26.064 MAW. 5.965
100.0 77.1 22.9
14.4 16.0 10.7

22,200 17.493 4.707
100.0 78.8
12.2 14.0 8.4

4,208 3.484 724
100.0 62.8 17.2
2.3 2.6 1.3

467
CONIAITE WICE!



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAROET OROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 41 MONTHS IN VR FROM AP TO CLO BY SEVERITY STATUS

468

MONTHS IN VR FROM APP TO C10 IT OTAL

TOTAL 216,250
RON X 100.0
COL X 100.0

LESS THAN 4 MONTHS 5,335
ROW X 100.0
M. X 2.5
4 TJ 6 MONTHS 24,718
ROW X 100.0
COL X 11.4

7 TO v MONTHS 28,225
ROW X 100.0
CO1 X 13.1

10 TO 12 MONTHS 25,530
ROW X 100.0
COL X 11.8

-3 TO 18 MONTHS 39,118
ROW X 100.0
COL x 18.1

19 TO 24 MONTHS 25,709
ROW X 100.0
COL X 11.9

25 TO 36 MONTHS 30,198
ROW X 100.0
COL X 14.0

37 TO 48 MONTHS 15,272
ROW X 100.0
CO1 X 7.1

49 OR MORE MONTHS 22,145
ROW X 100.0
COL X 10.2

I

I

SEVERITY STATUS I

SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

148.526 67,724
68.7 31.3
100.0 100.0
3,096 2,239
58.0 42.0
2.1 3.3

15.013 9.705
60.7 39.3
10.1 14.3

18,603 9,622
65.9 34.1
12.5 14.2

17,735 7,795
*S.5 30.5
11.9 11.S

27,934 11,1o4
71.4 28.6
18.8 16.5

18,356 7,353
71.4 28.6
12.4 10.9

21,585 8,613
71.5 28.5
14.5 12.7

10,908 4,364
71.4 28.6
7.3 6.4

15,296 ;,849
69.1 30.9
1E3 10.1

MEAN TIME IN %IR IT OTAL

T OTA1 216,054
MEAN 22.6

ALL CLIENTS REPORTING 216,034
MEAN 22.6

1 SEVERITY STATUS !

I

i SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

148,376
23.1

67.678
21.7

148.376 67.678
23.1 21.7 469



SERIES 94 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAR6ET GROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1981

TABLE 42 PROJECTS WITH INDUSTRY BY SEVERITY STATUS

PROJECTS WITH INDUSTR1

I SEVERITY STATUS

IT OTALI SEVERE INON-SEVEREI

T OTAL
ROW %
COL X

HOT APPLICABLE
ROW x
COL x

PROJECTS WITH INDUSTRY
ROW x
COL X

470

209.648 144.726 64.922
100.0 69.0 31.0
100.0 100.0 100.0

207.541 143.148 64.393
100.0 69.0 31.0
99.0 91.9 9.2
2.107 1.5711 529
100.0 74.9 25.1

1.0 1.1 .3

v.)

471
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS RENASILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET OROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 43 WORK STATUS AT CLOSURE SY SEVERITY STATUS

WORK STATUS AT CLOSURE

1 SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTALI SEVERE IRON-SEVERE!

T OTAL
ROW x
COL x

COMPETITIVE LABOR MARKET
ROW x
COL x

SHELTERED WORKSHOP
ROW %
COL x

SELF EMPLOYED
ROW x
COL %

STATE AOENCY MANAOED
ROW x
COL x

HOMEMAKER
ROW x
COL x

UNPAID FAMILY WORKER
ROW X
COL x

472

213,453 146,616 66,837
100.0 68.7 31.3
100.0 100.0 100.0

174,033 112,817 61,216
100.0 64.8 35.2
81.5 76.9 91.6

13,542 12,648 894
100.0 93.4 6.6
6.3 8.6 1.3

5,126 3,665 1,461
100.0 71.5 28.5

2.4 2.5 2.2
466 432 34

100.0 92.7 7.3
.2 .3 .1

19,262 16,233 3,029
100.0 84.3 25.7

9.0 11.1 4.5
1,024 821 203
100.0 80.2 19.8

.5 .6 .3

re)

473
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SEMS 04 CHARACTERISTICS OP PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY DY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS. ry 1988

TABLE 44 OCCUPATION SUMMARY OY SEVL...1Y STATUS

OCCUPATION SUMMARY

T OTAL
ROW X
COL X

PROFESSIONAL
ROW X
COL X

CLERICAL
ROW X
COL X

SALES
ROW X
COL X

SERVICES
ROW %
COL X

AGRICULTURE
ROW X
COL X

INDUSTRIAL
ROW X
COL X

HOMEMAKER
ROM X
COL X

ALL OTHER
ROW %
COL x

474

I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTALI SEVERE INONSEVEREI
rIMIIMOD

213.949 147,044 66,905
100.0 68.7 31.3
100.0 100.0 100.0

28.417 11,295 100122
100.0 64.4 35.6
13.3 12.4 15.1

31,131 20,125 10.306
IA0.0 66.9 33.1
14.6 14.2 15.4

10.810 7.111 3,699
100.0 65.1 54.2

5.1 4.0 5.5
49,002 35,011 15.984
100.0 67.4 32.6
22.9 22.5 23.-
5.213 3.443 1,776
100.0 66.0 34.0
2.4 2.3 2.6

59,453 38.106 21.347
100.0 64.1 35 4
27.8 25.9 31 9 co18.584 15.695 2.8/9 Irt

100.0 14.5 15.5 el
0.7 10.7 4.3

11,339 10,551 708
100.0 93.1 6.9
5.3 7.2 1.2

51.1

COMPUTER SERVICE



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS RENARILITATED.

TAILE 45 OCCUPATION DETAIL BY SEVERITY

(continued)

SUMMARY BY SELECTED

STATUS

STATUS

TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

OCCUPATION DETAIL IT OTAL

ISEVERITY

SEVERE INONSEVERE

ALL OTHER SERVICE 17.231 1O.855 6.376
ROW X 100.0 63.0 37.0
COL X 8.1 7.4 9.5

AGRICULTURE 5,213 3.445 1.770
ROW X 100.0 66.0 34.0
COL X 2.4 2.3 2.6

PROCESSING 4.292 2.774 1.518
ROW X 100.0 64.6 35.4
COL X 2.0 1.9 2.3

MACHINE TRADES 12.577 7.923 4.654
ROW X 100.0 63.0 37.0
COL X 5.9 5.4 7.0

BENCHWORK 11.705 8.095 3.610
ROW X 100.0 69.2 30.8
COL X 5.5 5.5 5.4

STRUCTURAL 15.753 9.336 6.417
ROW X 100.0 59.3 40.7
COL X 7.4 6.3 9.6

MISCELLANEOUS 15.126 9.978 5.148
ROW X 100.0 66.0 34.0
COL X 7.1 6.8 7.7

HOMEMAKERS 18.584 15.695 2.889
ROW X 100.0 84.5 15.5
COL X 8.7 10.7 4.3 Cr)

SHELTERED WORKSHO' N.C.C. 10.645 9.976 669
ROW X 100.0 93.7 6.3
COL X 5.0 6.8 1.0

UNPAID FAN RORKE' N.'.C. 694 575 119
ROW X 100.0 82.9 17.1
COL X .3 .4 .2

4 73

COMPUTER SERVICE



SUIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED. SUMMARY BY SELECTED TAROET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 45 OCCUPATION DETAIL BY SEVERITY STATUS

47°

OCCUPATION DETAIL IT OTAL I

SEVERITY STATUS

SEVERE INON-SEVERE

T OTAL 213,949 147,844, 66.90
Row x 100.0 68.1 31.3
col x VICO 100.8 100.0

ARCHITECTURE ENOINEERING 2.824 1,815 1,009
Row x 100.0 64.3 33.7
COL x 1.3 1.2 1.5

MEDICINE 41 HEALTH 4.375 2.636 1.7P4
RON x 100.0 60.3 39.7
COL x 2.8 1.8 2.6

EDUCATION 3,407 2079, 1,328
ROW x 188.8 61.8 39.0
COL x 1.6 1.4 2.0

ADmIN. SPECIALIZATIONS 3.486 2,284 1,202
RON x 100.0 65.5 34.5
COL x 1.6 1.6 1.8

MANAGERS 81 OFFICIALS NEC 4,799 3,030 1,769
ROW x 188.8 63.1 36.9
COL x 2.2 2.1 2.6

VENDING STAND OPERATOR 487 389 18
RON x 100.0 95.6 4.4 Ch
COL x .2 .3 .0 ul

All OTHER PROFESSIONALS 9,119 6,062 3,037 en

Row x 100.0 66.3 33.3
COL x 4.3 4.1 4.6

STENO TYPING FILING 12.442 8.3110 4,062
RON x 100.0 67.4 32.6
COL x 3.8 3.7 6.1

PROCESSING COMPUTING 9.853 6,496 3,337
RON x 100.0 65.9 34.1
COL x 4.6 4.4 5.0

ALL OTHER CLERICAL 8.834 5.949 2.887
ROw x 100.0 67.3 32.7
COL x 4.1 4.0 4.3

SALES 10,700 7,028 3,672
ROW x 100.0 65.7 34.3
CoL x 5.0 4.8 5.5

VENDINO STAND CLERK 110 $3 27
Row x 100.0 75.5 24.5
COL x .1 .1 .o

DOMEST:C SERVICE 3,423 2,188 1,235
RON x 100.0 63.9 36.1
coL x 1.6 1.5 1.8

FOOD 8 BEVERAGE PREP
Row x

16.730
100.0

11.322
68.8

3,228
31.2

COL x 7.8 7.8 7.8
BUILDING SERVICE 11,598 8,453 3,145
RON X 100.0 72.9 27.1
COL x 5.4 5.7 4.7

477
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 46 WEEKLY EARNINOS AT CLO BY SEVERITY STATUS

WEEKLY EARNINGS AT CLO

TOIAL
RON X
COL X

NO EARNINOS
RON X
COL X

$1 $99
RON X
COL X

$100 $149
ROW X
COL X

$150 $199
ROW X
COL X

$200 $249
RON X
COL X

$250 $299
RON X
COL X

$300 $399
ROW X
COL X

$400 I OVER
RON X
COL X

SEVERITY STATUS I

IT 0 T A L SEVERE INONSEVEREI

210.249 144,446 65,803
100.0 68.7 31.3
100.0 100.0 100.0

19.654 16,572 3,082
100.0 84.3 15.7
9.3 11.5 4.7

31,234 25,801 5,433
100.0 82.6 17.4
14.9 17.9 8.3

39,482 26,519 12,963
100.0 67.2 32.8
18.8 18.4 19.7

37.838 24.240 13.598
100.0 64.1 35.9
18.0 16.8 20.7

33.852 21,209 12.643
100.0 62.7 37.3
16.1 14.7 19.2

17.258 10,955 6.303
100.0 63.5 36.5
8.2 7.6 9.6

17.983 11.090 6.893 4)

100.0 61.2 38.3 en

8.6 7.7 10.5
12,948 8,060 4.848
100.0 62.2 37.8
6.2 5.6 7.4

MEAN EARNINGS AT CLOSURE

I SE7ERITY STATUS I

IT OTALI SEVERE INONSEVEREI

T OTAL
MEAN

NUMBER REPORTING EARNINGS
MEAN

210.249 144.446 65.803
177.9 166.1 203.8

210,249 144,446 65,803
177.9 166.1 203.8

SEVERITY STATUS

MEAN EARNINGS AT CLOSURE IT OTAL I SEVERE INONSEVEREI

T OTAL
MEAN

NUMBER WITH 01+ EARNINGS
MEAN

190.595 127,874 62.721
196.2 187.6 213.8

190.595 127,874 62,721
196.2 187.6 213.8



SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET WOUP, NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

TABLE 47 HOURS WORKED AT CLOSURE BY SEVERITY STATUS

HOURS WORKED AT CLOSURE

T OTAL
ROW X
COL X

DID NOT WORK
ROW X
COL X

01 19 HOURS
ROW X
COL X

20 34 HOURS
ROW X
COL X

35 44 HOURS
ROW X
COL X

45 HOURS OR MORE
ROW X
COL X

MEAN HOURS AT CLOSURE

II
IT OTAL I

SEVERITY STATUS I

SEVERE INONSEVEREI

184.740 126.857 57,883
100.0 68.7 31.3
100.0 100.0 100.0
16.248 13.613 2,635
100.0 83.8 16.2
8.8 10.7 4.6

4.883 3.929 954
100.0 80.5 19.5
2.6 3.1 1.6

34491 26,004 8,087
100.0 76.3 23.7
18.5 20.5 14.0

125.175 80,591 44.584
100.0 64.4 35.6
67.8 63.5 77.0
4,343 2.720 1,623
100.0 62.6 37.4
2.4 2.1 2.8

I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTAL I SEVERE INOW'SEVEREI

T OTAL 184.740 126,857 57,883MEAN 33.4 32.2 36.1
NUMBER REPORTINO HOURS 184,740 126,857 57,883MEAN 33.4 32.2 36.1

MEAN HOURS AT CLOSURE

I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT WI. SEVERE INONSEVEREI

T OTAL
MEM.;

NUMBER REPORTINO 1+ HOURS
MEAN

482

168.492 113,244 55,248
36.4 35.8 37.6

168.492 113,244 55,248
36.4 35.8 37.6
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED.

TAKE 48 HOURLY RATE AT CLOSURE BY SEVERITY

SUMMARY BY SELECTED TARGET CROUP. NATIONAL TOTALS. FY 1988

STATUS

SEVERITY STATUS

HOURLY RATE AT CLOSURE IT OTAL I SEVERE INWSEVERE

T OTAL 164.152 126.429 57.723
RON X 180.0 66.7 31.3
COL X 188.8 100.0 186.8

DID NOT MORK 16.246 13.413 2.635
RON X 100.0 13.1 16.2
COL X 8.8 10.8 4.6

UNDER 1 PER HOUR 4.403 4.171 232
40N X 100.0 94.7 5.3
COL X 2.4 3.3 .4

$1 - 1.99 6.200 5.387 693
RON X 144,0 65.6 14.4
COL X 3.4 4.2 1.5

$2 - 2.99 703:4 5.288 2.865
RON X 180.0 71.9 28.1
COL X 4.0 4.2 3.6

$3 - $3.99 39.326 27.070 12.256
RON X 100.0 611.11 31.2
COL X 21.4 21.4 21.2

$4 - 4.99 31.276 20.555 10.723
RON X 100.0 65.7 34.3 P,
COL X 17.0 16.3 16.6 v)

$5 - 5.99 28.323 18.160 18.163 P,

RON X 100.0 64.1 35 9
COL X 15.4 14.4 17.6

$6 -. 6.99 17.272 18.996 6.276
RON X 100.0 63.7 36.3
COL X 9.4 6.7 10.9

$7 - 7.99 11.028 6.979 4.649
RO- % 100.0 63.3 36.7
COL X 6.0 5.5 7.0

$8 - $8.1,, 7.011 4.372 2.639
RON X 100.0 62.4 37.6
COL X 3.0 3.5 4.6

09 - 9.99 3.639 2.282 1.357
RON X 180.0 62.7 37.3
COL X 2.0 1.8 2.4

104. 12.071 7.636 4.435
RON X 100.0 65.5 36.7
COL X 6.6 6.0 7.7

4R 4
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SERIES D4 CHARACTERISTICS OF PERSONS REHABILITATED, SUWARY BY SELECTED TARGET GROUP, NATIONAL TOTALS, FY 1988

TABLE 49 MEAN HOURLY RATE AT CLOSURE SEVERITY STATUS

1 SEVERITY STATUS I

1

MEAN HOURLY RATE AT CLOSURE IT OTAL SEVERE IdON-SEVERE1

T OTAL
MEAN

ALL WAGE RATFS INCL. ZERO
MEAN

184,152 126,429 57,723
4.9 4.7 E.5

184,152 126.429 57,723
4.9 4.7 5.5

IMEAN HOURLY RATE AT CLOSURE IT OTAL SEVERE INONSEVERE

SEVERITY STATUS

TOTAL
MEAN

THOSE WHOSE HOURLY RATE > 0
MEAN

WAGES VS MINIMUM WAGE CLO

167,904 112.616 55,088
5.4 5.2 5.7

167,904 1120816 55,088
5.4 5.2 5.7

I SEVERITY STATUS I

IT OTALi SEVERE INON-SEVERE1
1

TOTAL
ROW
COL X

BELOW MINIMUM WAGE RATE
ROW X
COL X

AT OR ABOVE MINIMUM $3.35
ROW X
COL X

486

167,904 112,816 55,088
100.0 67.2 32.8
100.0 100.0 190.0

26,312 20,514 5,738
100.0 78.2 21.8
15.7 18.2 10.4

141,592 92.242 49,350
100.0 65.1 34.9
84.3 81.8 89.6

487


